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WTO Role in Australian-French Trade Row Viewed 


BRO908144295 Paris LE FIGARO (LE 
FIGARO-ECONOMIE Supplement) in French 
9 Aug 95 p4 


[Article by Laurent Mossu: “Can the WTO Arbitrate in 
the Dispute Between France and Australia?"] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] A highly complex legal battle 
risks pitting France and Australia against each other 
if Paris were to decide to take the debate before the 
authorities of GATT and the new WTO. 


The boycott of French products and the actions taken 
by the Australian Government in Canberra aimed at 
excluding French companies from applying for public 
procurement contracts — Dassault has already paid the 
price of this — are just some of the measures that 
violate the spirit, if not the letter, of the rules governing 
international trade. 


However, the texts in vigor are hardly clear and 
leave quite a large margin for different interpretations. 
Furthermore, Australia was not a signatory to the 
code governing public procurement contracts, whereas 
the military aviation industry does not fall under the 
competence of the authorities in Geneva. In fact, nobody 
at the WTO headquarters today can say what the results 
of any international arbitration would be if France 
decided to initiate proceedings. 


The Great Vagueness of Article XXI 


However, this is not yet the case. For the time being the 
WTO Secretariat has not received any specific request 
of this kind. The whole affair is assuming a singular 
character. There is no precedent. In the institution's 
archives there is no trace of the slightest ruling that 
could be regarded as established case law. 


The disputes traditionally dealt with in Geneva are 
generally more straightforward, having to do with 
strictly commercial, financial, and economic actions. 


The authorities deal with matters such as applications 
for customs duty or the introduction of a quota by means 
of a suitable provision of the same order. However, in 
the case in point, Australia has responded to a political 
decision by making commercial reprisals. This mixture 
of two different levels makes the whole dossier more 
difficult to handle. 


Quite evidently, France can invoke those articles refer- 
ring to discrimination, to the violation of the general 
most favored nation treaty — which is the sacrosanct 
rule of GATT and now of the WTO — or even to the 
cancellation or calling into question of bilateral conces- 
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sions in order to support its case before the international 
commercial tribunal. 


However, it will still have to prove the direct liability 
of the Australian Government. If, for example, the 
government is openly encouraging the boycott of wines 
and cheeses from France, then the affair will be simple. 
If the boycott is found to be a private initiative set in 
motion by consumers, then the government's liability 
will be move difficult to prove. 


If each side advances its pawns, then ultimately it is 
quite likely that Australia will invoke Article XX], 
which gives all members the right to do more or less 
what it feels to be right in the name of “essential 
security interests." The United States invoked this 
article, for instance, so that it could impose an embargo 
on Nicaraguan sugar, and the EU did the same vis-a-vis 
Argentina during the Falklands War. [passage omitted] 


Commentary: ‘Post-Communist Version of 
Bipolarism’ 

BRO908115395 Milan CORRIERE DELLA SERA 
in Italian 9 Aug 95 pp 1,5 


{Commentary by Piero Ostellino: “Russia and the West; 
Return to Old Times") 


[FBIS Translated Text} A post-communist version of 
bipolarism is rising from the ruins of the former Yu- 
goslavia: On the one hand, Russia, Serbia's traditional 
godmother; and on the other, the United States and its 
European allies (who are themselves uncertain and di- 
vided), Croatia’s strategic godfathers. 


After the dissolution of the Soviet empire, the resump- 
tion of the competition to redistribute the European 
space and to conquer zones of influence presents two 
variants of an old script. 


1. the “external bipolar” variant (external to the so- 
called West), in which, from the Napoleonic Wars 
through World War II and the Cold War, the major 
Western powers (in turn, France, Germany, and the 
United States) and the major Eastern power (first Russia, 
then the Soviet Union) competed for hegemony over 
central and Eastern Europe. 


2. the “internal bipolar” variant (internal to the so-called 
West), in which, from 1870 through World War II, 
Germany and the other major Western powers (in turn, 
France, Britain, and the United States) competed for 
hegemony over Western Europe. 


The West and Russia (the “external bipolar” variant): 
For Russian nationalists, the war in the former Yu- 
goslavia is the test bench where the future of the Slavic- 
Orthodox entity in the Balkans will be determined. For 
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the West, it is the "incident" that could cause the country 
to fall (back) into Moscow’s sphere of influence after 
Tito’s breakaway in 1948. 


But within the context of the redistribution of the Eu- 
ropean space and of the conquest of zones of influence, 
the contest between Russia and the West in central and 
Eastern Europe is taking place on two other fronts. 


First, NATO’s enlargement to embrace the former 
Soviet satellites, which Moscow opposes, citing its own 
security. 


Second, the implementation of the 1990 treaty limiting 
conventional forces in Europe, which Moscow is ignor- 
ing by keeping more men and weapons than it should 
in the southern part of its territory, on the pretext that it 
can no longer depend on the security band constituted 
by the former satellites of the USSR (which signed the 
treaty.) 


The fact is that the transition from the status of an 
empire — which took shape over the centuries and 
in which there was no distinction between center and 
periphery — to that of a state is proving more complex 
for the Russians than was envisaged. Russia remains a 
kind of Soviet Union on a reduced scale, within which 
even the Moscow government is not yet able to define 
and delimit its national territory. 


With the military doctrine, which grants the Armed 
Forces the task of protecting the 25 million Russians 
in “neighboring foreign countries” (the former Soviet 
republics), Yeltsin in practice began the process of 
reintegration of the internal empire back in May 1992. 


As if this were not enough, in the name of the stability of 
the Russian federation, “the West, or at least the United 
States, has permitted Moscow to attain the geopolitical 
result of reestablishing not only the integrity of the 
strategic space of the former Soviet Union (...), but also 
a certain influence over Eastern and Balkan Europe, as 
has happened in the case of Yugoslavia" (Carlo Jean: 


"Geopoliiica,” pp 197-198). 
All the preconditions for a return to Russian-Western 
bipolarism exist. The level of radicalization of the 
conflict will depend on the outcome of the parliamentary 
elections in December this year and on the presidential 
elections in June next year. 
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The contest will be between the “national-democratic" 
school of thought — personified by Prime Minister 
Chernomyrdin and his young foreign minister, Kozyrev 
(who is seeking a difficuli reconciliation between the as- 
piration to democracy, survival, greatness, and national 
ambitions, even at the cost of the recourse to the use 
of force, as in Chechnya) — and the “Euro-Asiatic” 
one, which is influential particularly in military circles 
and some extremist diplomatic circles (and which aims 
to take the place of both pan- S!avism and Marxism- 
Leninism as the ideological and political foundation for 
resolving interethnic conflicts and legitimizing a rnul- 
tiethnic, multireligious, autocratic, and fundamentally 
anti- Western empire resulting from the encounter be- 
tween the Slav and Orthodox peoples and the Muslim 
East). 


Germany and the other Western powers (the “internal 
bipolar” variant): Like it or not, Germany's reunification 
and its consequent reacquisition of the status of a 
major political and military, as well as economic, 
power have slowed the European integration process, 
partially calling into question European balances that 
were considered established. The haste with which 
Germany — clearly keen to draw them into its own 
sphere of economic and political influence — imposed 
on its recalcitrant European allies the recognition of 
the independence of Slovenia and Croatia (with not 
altogether positive results) is highly significant in this 
regard. 


On the other hand, the decision by Chirac’s France 
to resume its nuclear tests reveals a clear, albeit not 
yet declared, intention on Paris’ part to counterbalance 
Germany's excessive political and military, as well 
as economic, power, both within Europe and within 
the Franco-German alliance. Furthermore, it is too 
reminiscent of de Gaulle’s decision to create a French 
strike force, with the aim of counterbalancing America’s 
excessive power $O as not to raise questions about the 
state of health of inter-European relations. 


In conclusion, after the period of disintegration, follow- 
ing the dissolution of the Soviet empire, Europe is per- 
haps entering a period of “new aggregations.” How pain- 
less will they be? 





This —— hited ial. Copying and di — 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 











FBIS-WEU-95-154 
10 August 1995 


PKK Believed ‘Stronger Than Ever’ Despite Ban 
AU0408173795 Hamburg DIE WOCPE in German 
4 Aug 95 pS 


{Report by Jan Bielicki: "War Enemy No. 2"] 


(FBIS Translated Text] Tens of thousands of Kurds ac- 
companied her coffin on 1 August. Gulnaz Baghistani, 
41, had fasted for eight days and had then run 8 km 
in the summer heat after police had driven the Kurds 
on hunger strike away from Berlin’s Gedaechtniskirche. 
Baghistani broke down aad died soon after. The Work- 
ers Party of Kurdistan (PKK) has another martyr: the 
first casualty in a campaign in which the PKK, which 
is banned in Germany, is showing its strength. 


Sympathizers in 10 cities around the world started a 
hunger strike, and hundreds of followers were involved 
in bloody street battles with police in Frankfurt’s 
pedestrian zone — with more than 50 police injured. For 
a week now, Turkish cafes and clubs, shops and travel 
agencies all over Germany have been torched night after 
night. For the security forces, it is clear who is behind 
this series of attacks: “Such large-scale activities can 
only be organized by the PKK,” says Ernst Uhriau, 
president of the Hamburg Office for the Protection of 
the Constitution. 


In fact, it seems to be stronger than ever in Germany. A 
year and a half after Federal Interior Minister Manfred 
Kanther banned the party, the most recent report by 
the Federal Office for the Protection of the Constitution 
cites 8,300 firm PKK followers, approximately 1,400 
more than at the time the party was banned. According 
to Cigdem Akkaya of the Essen-based Center for 
Studies on Turkey, this hard core consists “primarily 
of refugees who have recently sought or been granted 
asylum.” But the Offices for the Protection of the 
Constiution consider the PKK capable of mobilizing 
up to 50,000 people for their goals. That would h« 
tenth of the approximately 500,000 Kurds in Germany. 


The PKK is becoming ever more active. The Turkish 
Embassy has already noted 170 anti-Turkish attacks 
in Germany in 1995 — twice as many as in the 
whole previous year. Even though some of the arson 
attacks may have been carried out by Turkish left-wing 
extremists or German right-wing extremists, security 
forces here recognize the PKK’s hand in most of the 
attacks. 


Investigators believe that the cause of the current wave 
of violence is in the London Belmarsh prison where 
Faysal Dunlayici — cover name Kani Yilmaz — is 
serving his term; he is the European spokesman for 
the National Liberation Front of Kurdistan (ERNK), 
which is also banned in Germany. A British court ruled 
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last week that he will be extradited to Germany. The 
federal prosecutor- general's office believes that he is 
the mastermind of the most serious arson attacks and the 
leader of a terrorist association ~- the PKK leadership 


organization. 


Investigators believe that all actions, violent and non- 
violent, are orchestrated from there. Ernst Uhrlau says 
that “the PKK has two faces.” On the one hand, it is a 
cadre party with tightly organized conspiratorial leader- 
ship structures; on the other, it is a broad mass move- 
ment. 


In Europe, the Central Committee around PKK leader 
Abdullah Ocalan, who resides in Syria and is revered as 
a cult figure, has installed the European Front Headquar- 
ters (ACM). It subdivides Europe into regions and areas: 
There are five regions and 17 areas in Germany. Their 
secret chiefs operate under cover names, are frequently 
exchanged, rotate, change positions, and can therefore 
hardly be seized by German investigators. According 
to information obtained by the offices for the protec- 
tion of the constitution, they command terrorist attacks, 
which are often carried out by very young followers. 
Currently, 15 Kurds, including women. arz on remand 
in Germany; the federal public prosecutors charge that 
as PKK area or regional chiefs, they planned and or- 
dered arson attacks. 


While the PKK has hermetically sealed its conspiratori- 
ally operating leadership circle, the party is also trying 
to open itself up to as many Kurds as possible. To this 
end, it has established a large number of camouflage 
associations: Cultural associations, workers associations, 
parents associations, the “Association of Intellectuals,” 
the “Union of the Revolutionary Patriotic Youth of Kur- 
distan” (YCK), the “Free Women’s Union of Kurdistan” 
(TAJK), and the “Federation of Kurdish Associations in 
Germany” (YEK-KOM). These “Y-Organizations,” as 
they are called in the jargon of the Offices for the Pro- 
tection of the Constitution, because the Kurdish word 
“Yekiliya” ("Union") often appears in the names, are 
partly banned and partly permitted again by the courts, 
because either they were founded anew by figureheads 
or they are not even registered. “It is extremely diffi- 
cult to prove that they have a PKK connection,” says 
an official of the Baden-Wuerttemberg Office for the 
Protection of the Constitution. The investigators have 
a dilemma: “The ban may be politically correct,” says 
Ernst Uhriau, but it makes it difficult for his officials to 
watch a party that has gone underground. The “ban to 
form associations makes it impossible for us to get the 
problem under corarol,” says Uhriau. 


On the other hand, critics of Kanther’s decree on 
the ban believe that the German authorities’ tough 
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measures against PKK followers waving banned flags 
could. win the terrorists sympathies from the large 
majority of Kurds who have in the past rejected PKK 
violence. “They have realized that they cannot reach the 
public by peaceful methods,” says Mustafa Kisabacak, 
chairman of the moderate Kurdish association Komkar. 
Moreover: “The people are feeling betrayed by the 
German Government's policy,” a policy that “sees in 
every Kurd a potential arsonist and that supplies arms 
for Turkey's dirty war.” 

This is the mood on which the PKK’s policy is based. 
Its chief Ocalan threatens: “If Germany insists on its 
position, the Kurdish problem will take a dramatic 
change.” In other words: After Turkey, Germany is 
“War Enemy Number Two.” 


‘Controlled From Damascus’ 
AU0508153895 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG 
in German 5-6 Aug 95 pl 


[DPA report: “PKK Attacks Controlled From Damas- 
cus”] 

[FBIS Translated Text} Berlin — The activities of the 
banned Workers Party of Kurdistan, PKK, are controlled 
from Damascus, in the view of Eduard Vermander, 
the new head of the Berlin Office for the Protection 
of the Constitution. PKK headquarters is located there, 
and orders attacks and demonstrations in Germany via 
“area officials,” Vermander said in an interview with 
DPA. It is usual for the orders for the attacks to be 
received only a few hours before the deed is committed. 
In contrast to Ernst Uhriau, head of the Hamburg 
Office for the Protection of the Constitution, Vermander 
defends the PKK ban: “It is certain'y true that one had 
to give a clear sign.” Since the ban in 1993, actions 
against the PKK have been possible by applying the 
law on associations. Uhriau had criticized the fact that 
the separatist organization can now, following the ban, 
present itself as a persecuted party. 

Vermander stressed that only a small part of the 500,000 
Kurds, who live in Germany, are PKK members. The 
probably about 8,000 activists can mobilize up to 50,000 
followers for demonstrations. He thinks that acts of 
violence such as bomb attacks or attacks by snipers are 
unlikely: “We have no tangible evicence of that.” 


Joachim Lenders, deputy chairman of the German Police 
Trade Union, called for consistent action against the 
PKK’s abuse of the freedom of assembly. Even though 
Kurds, too, have the right to publicly point out their 
concerns in the FRG, lenders said on Friday [4 August], 
they have to observe law and order. Lenders accused the 
PKK of relying on confrontation and even of escalating 
this course. 
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‘Subtle’ PDS Support 
AU0908131595 Berlin DIE WELT in German 
9 Aug 95 p2 


{Report by Martina Fietz: "PDS as an Organ of the 
PKK?"} 


(FBIS Translated Text) Bonn — According to findings 
by the intelligence services, contacts between the Party 
of Democratic Socialism [PDS] and the banned Kurdish 
separatist organization PKK [Workers Party of Kurdis- 
tan} are more subtle than obvious. Thus, the constitu- 
tional protection officials assume that the activities from 
among the ranks of the successor of the SED [Socialist 
Unity Party of Germany] are not generally coordinated 
with PKK representatives. In view of the PKK’s organi- 
zational structure, activists living in Germany cannot ar- 
range close organizational cooperation, the experts say. 
For this they need approval from the highest level, prob- 
ably even from PKK leader Abdullah Ocalan in Dam- 
ascus, which he does not seem to have given however. 


According to the findings by the constitutional protec- 
tion officials, considerable support by the PDS and about 
30 other groups of sympathizers, primarily from the left- 
wing extremist camp, is provided in the sphere of pro- 
paganda. The Bavarian Office for the Protection of the 
Constitution notes that it is obvious that the PDS is 
strongly supporting lifting the PKK ban and is pillo- 
rying the “criminalization” of the Kurds. In addition, 
the PDS takes over PKK formulations about the Kurds’ 
“liberation struggle.” Not least, the demand to establish 
contact with the Kurdish parliament in exile comes from 
PKK sources, the intelligence services think, since other 
Kurdish organizations do not demand this. 


According to the responsible authorities, PDS Bun- 
destag Deputy Eva-Maria Bulling-Schroeter is working 
in this spirit in Bavaria. A report about the “threat to 
the FRG by extremist foreigners’ groups” says that PDS 
Bundestag Deputies Ulla Jelpke and Steffen Tippach, as 
well as Mariow Seelig, member of the Berlin Chamber 
of Deputies, are among the “protagonists supporting the 
PKK” all over the country. 

This assessment was obviously determined by, among 
other things, the fact that applications for permission for 
events controlled by the PKK have come from among 
the ranks of the PDS. Tippach has denied supporting 
the PKK. Mrs. Seelig has not ruled out that she might 
have had contacts with PKK activists without knowing 
it. 

Meanwhile, Brandenburg PDS legal expert Michael 
Schumano has openly stated that his party wants to help 
the Kurds implemeni their political goals. However, all 
attempts to pursue confrontations through violence are 
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rejected. The PDS supports the Kurds" right to stay in 
Germany, because in their homeland they are subjected 
to “Turkish state terrorism.” 


Kinkel: Limits to Development Aid Elaborated 
AU0808150595 Munich FOCUS in German 

7 Aug 95 p 47 

[Interview with German Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel 
by Walter Michler during his flight back from Africa on 
28 or 29 July: “Unrealistic and Careless”) 

{(FBIS Translated Text] [Michler] Your latest trip to 
Africa has shocked you deeply. Would the FRG not 
have to raise its development aid to put a stop to the 
misery in Africa, which is growing with breathtaking 
speed? 

[Kinkel}] There is no doubt that this would be desirable. 
However, the budget imposes limits on us. On the 
one hand, we have to cope with our reunification; on 
the other, after the upheavals in the former Soviet 
Union and in eastern Europe as well as in many other 
countries and regions, there are enormous expectations 
placed on Germany. We cannot do this all on our own. 
Nevertheless, we are holding fourth rank in international 
development aid. 


{Michler] Still, Germany fulfills its self-imposed goals 
of 0.7 percent of the GNP by only about half. Thus, you 
have no schedule for reaching the 0.7 percent rate by 
the year 2000? 


[Kinkel] Unfortunately, | do not see any chance at 
the moment to firmly include this goal in a medium- 
term financial plan by the year 2000. We will continue 
our efforts, but making specific promises in this regard 
would be unrealistic and careless. 


Scharping Characterizes Rivalry With Schroeder 


AU0808063795 Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German 
7 Aug 95 pp 36-38 


[Interview with SPD Chairman Rudolf Scharping by 
Winfried Didzoleit and Klaus Wirtgen in southern 
France; date not given: “You Are a Media Star Only 
for a Short Time"] 


[FBIS Translated Text] [DER SPIEGEL) Mr. Scharp- 
ing, via BILD you enthused in your French holiday 
idyll: “I feel so good!” Do you really think anyone in 
Germany believes you? 

[Scharping] I have indeed had a relaxing vacation. But 
some news from Germany was unpicasant. 


[DER SPIEGEL] An anti-Scharping wave? 
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[Scharping] No. But I hear individual voices, and I see 
excessive speculation. 

[DER SPIEGEL] When did you last talk with Gerhard 
Schroeder or telephone him? 


[Scharping] Before my vacation. At that time, we 
discussed the energy consensus. 


(DER SPIEGEL] This means that there has been no 
communication at al! for more than six weeks. 


[Scharping] Well, we have vacation time now. When 
August is over, we will nave direct contacts again. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Is this lack of dialogue perhaps the 
reason for the weeks of quarrels at the head of the Social 
Democratic Party of Germany [SPD]? 


[Scharping] The Presidium members talk to each other 
on the telephone once a week by means of a conference 
link. Oskar Lafontaine returned from his vacation the 
Wednesday before last. We talked on the telephone 
immediately, because of the tax laws. Some people 
do not participate in this communication as much as 
would be desirable and are ‘rying to communicate via 
the media. 

[DER SPIEGEL] You are thinking of Schroeder? 


[Scharping] Yes. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Do you also have to go to the people, 
or do you want to be called? 


[Scharping] Both. But I do not believe that one can re- 
duce the discussion of the past few weeks to communi- 
cation problems. The crux of the matter is that Gerhard 
Schroeder wants to keep his options open as to whether 
he wants to become the candidate for the chancellor's 
office in 1998. 


(DER SPIEGEL) What is the problem with that? 


[Scharping] The public quarrels are dragging the SPD 
down. The SPD's candidate for chancellor has been 
determined. Anyone who wants someone else must say 
so at the Mannheim party congress in November. Given 
the bitter experiences of the past one and a half decades, 
the SPD cannot cope with constant change in persons 
and policy. Gerhard Schroeder cannot point to @ decision 
in 1998, justifying it with the strange argument of 
alleged wear. ! ask myself: Who is worn out and who 
is not’ 


[DER SPIEGEL) What reason — apart from the fear 
of your personal defeat — would you give to force the 
party to decide on the candidate for the chancellor's 
office three years before the elections? 
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{Scharping] This will be dealt with politically at the 
congress at the latest. I recall an interview in DER 
SPIEGEL with Gerhard Schroeder. At that time, he 

Stated that the constant change in persons is as 
little useful as the division of functions among various 
persons. No matter how much the chairman and the 
be construed all the time. This has not changed. 
[DER SPIEGEL] Do you want to do without the 
poll of the members regarding the candidate for the 
chancellor's office in the future? 


[Scharping] No. Everything that is necessary for this is 
contained in the SPD statute. 

[DER SPISGEL] However, at the same time you reject 
a division of functions and demand a decision at the 
party congress, at which Schroeder does not intend to 
run against you for SPD chairman. 


{Scharping] If someone does not feel capable of leading 
the party, he will not be able to lead it well in the 


election carr=gn. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Do you seriously expect that 
Schroeder will give up his ambitions to run for chan- 
cellor after ycu have been reelected as chairman? 
[Scharping] He will hardly want to ruin himself. 1 want 
Schroeder to stay in the team — I expressly state: 
in the team. For the SPD, the confrontation with the 
government is really more important. 


[DER SPIEGEL) Schroeder wants more, he wants to 
become chancellor. 


[Scharping] Then he should say so openly. What is so 
difficult about that? 

[DER SPIEGEL) Will you link your election as chair- 
man in Mannheim with the claim to automatically be- 
come candidate for the chancellor's office? 


{Scharping]} Yes. 

[DER SPIEGEL] But you cannot rule out that later on, 
somebody else — Schroeder for instance — will call 
for a poll among the members and run against you? 


[Scharping] That is correct. But, politically, it will be 
clear after the party congress who will be the candidate 
for the chancellor's office. 

[DER SPIEGEL] There is only the question of for whom 
this will be clear. Your rival Schroeder is getting far 
better results in the polls at the moment than you are. 


[Scharping]} I am not interested at all in these personal 
rivalries. If he were striving for a different policy, | 
might see a certain sense behind that. But the point is 
only jealousy. 
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Let us take the annual tax law: Schroeder and Hamburg 
Mayor Henning Vuscherau wrote a letter to the SPD 
minister-presideats, because they are afraid that some of 
them might depari from the common line. A few days 
later this line was pushed through. Social democratic 
successes, such as the unified children’s allowance, a 
higher subsistence minimum, and the beginning of the 
financial authority solution, that is — the deduction of 
the children’s allowance from the taxes owed — are 
no longer visible. In addition, we forced the Federal 
Government to give up the nonsense of taxing industrial 
investments with billions more. We even abolished the 
possibility of reducing taxes by writing off bribes. All 
these are SPD successes — and we are quarreling! This 
is incredible. 


[DER SPIEGEL] You are the chairman of the party 
and the Bundestag group; thus you are responsible for 
[Scharping}] But I am not responsible for everybody 
else's lack of discipline. 

[DER SPIEGEL] How do you explain that Schroeder's 
popularity is currently far higher than yours? Is he more 
handsome? Is it your beard? 

[Scharping] When the Allensbach opinion ' 
poll 600 managers, almost al! of whom tend toward 
the Christian Democratic Union (CDU], the person who 
does not follow the SPD line gets the better results. 


[DER SPIEGEL] Do you mean that Schroeder is more 
opportunistic than you a7e? 

{Scharping] | think that this question is unfair to 
Schroeder. Some people think that he tends to reduce 
politics to simple symbols and sometimes no longer 
considers the long-term effects. I think this approach 
is wrong. In general, you are a media star only for a 
short time. 

[DER SPIEGEL) After all, Schroeder's pragmatism is 
effective on the voters. For instance, he says that, in 
principle, arms exports are the devil's own itivention, 
but if renouncing them costs jobs in Lower Saxony one 
cannot be so firm on one’s principles. 


[Scharping] Germany should relinquish its sad ranking 
as the world’s second largest arms exporter as quickly 
as possible. What is the point of long-term goa); if we 
do not begin to act now — but not against the goals of 
our own policy. 

[DER SPIEGEL) Schroeder says, if the Burofighter is 
built anyway, the SPD should not gain profile as an 
opponent of the project but should agree and present 
itself to the affected working people as the savior of 
their jobs. 
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[Scharping] Camouflaging the production of armament 
goods with the argument of jobs is the wrong policy. 
I do not want to end up with the . U's structurally 
conservative economic policy conce,.. The people vote 
for the SPD precisely because it wants a different 
economic, environmental, labor market, social, and 
foreign policy. 

[DER SPIEGEL] Schroeder is fishing for votes by 
presenting himself with relish as the “automobile man” 
in a party in which many sce the car and individual 
traffic as the number one environmental enemy. He does 
not even shy away from launching a joint campaign for 
German automobile builders, together with his Union 
colleagues Edmund Stoiber and Erwin Teufel. 
[Scharping] Now lei the poor man alone. The car is not 
an enemy for the SPD. The automobile industry is enor- 
mously important for Germany. The politically decisive 
question is: Can we keep the German automobile indus- 
try internationally competitive and, at the same time. use 
the car in a way that is more friendly to the environ- 
ment? As far as cars are concerned, it is also necessary 
to ease the tax burden on work and income and to make 
the use of raw materials and energy more expensive. 
Thus, the price for gasoline: will rise predictably, and. 
al the same time, technologically feasible targets must 
be set to limit consumption and the emission of pollu- 
tants. So far, the Federal Government has always just 
raised the petroleum tax without easing the tax burden 
on the citizens in another place. Our policy is aimed at 
all automobile companies. Limiting initiatives solely to 
German producers is too narrow. 

[DER SPIEGEL | There are at least two positions in the 
SPD. Some want to contain the damaging effects on 
the environment caused by the rapidly increasing truck 
and passenger car traffic by means of technical progress. 
This is what Schroeder supports. Others say: There is 
too much pointless traffic because the damage to the 
environment does not figure in the price per kilometer. 
What is your position? 
[Scharping) There is a difference betweem driving a 
yogurt cup along for thousands of kilometers and Griv- 
ing to work. I say: Make the car more envirorpmen- 
tally friewily. Above all, we must reduce ancillary wage 
costs; this works only if the social insurance fulfills only 
its actual tasks. Reduce social insurance contributions 
— this creates jobs, raises net income, and reduces the 
costs for the companies. Raise energy prices in a pre- 
dictable manner — this helps the esvironment. 
[DER SPIEGEL] At the moment, 67 percent of the 
people believe thai the Kohi Government will continue. 
This is the hignest value since the elections. Is this duc 
to the SPD's weakness or to the government's strength? 


[DER SPIEGEL] May we record this as a compliment 
to Helmut Kohl? 


[Scharping] He has a good grip on his party and he 
has people who accept leadership. The others — he has 


[DER SPIEGEL} Have you ever thought of throwing in 
the towel because you are not popular enough to benefit 
your party? 


[Scharping] This low has not developed because of 
the party, the Bundestag group, or their chairman, but 
because of a confrontation, the political contents of 
which no one understands. The big left people's party 
has the damned duty to replace the government, rather 
than resign itself to the opposition. 

[DER SPIEGEL] What mistakes have you made? 


[Scharping] I have worked too much internally and paid 
too little attention to the public effect. For instance, 
I brought together the minister-presidents, the finance 
ministers, and others for the annual tax law and believed 
that this intensive coordination would remain an internal 
matter. | did not expect this line to be announced a few 
days later as a demand that seemed to be directed against 
the SPD. 


In addition, | have learned that | must concentrate my 
presentation more strongly on central political issues. 
[DER SPIEGEL] For instance in foreign policy. In this 
respect, Joschka Fischer, with his Bosnia paper against 
his party's pacifists, has just shown how one assesses 
signs as an opposition leader. Do you like this? 
[Scharping] It is a bit much for Mr. Fischer to support 
a military dimension of foreign policy now. This does 
not get better, cither, just because he takes over some 
demand that | have long been formulating for the SPD. 


[DER SPIEGEL) In December 19%, you called on 
the Bundestag group and the party to support German 
“alliance duties” toward NATO. Lafontaine called you 
to order and committed the SPD to resistance against 
the Tornado missions in Bosnia. Does this comparison 
not give you food for thought? 


[Scharping] On the contrary. Your question contains 
several false claims. The SPD is in favor of the defense 
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alliance. The use of ECR Tornados harbors the risk of 
even greater escalation. This is what we reject. 


[DER SPIEGEL) Will you urge the SPD to say no if 


the government tries to extend the Bundestag mandate 
to missions at the order of NATO? 


[Scharping] We stick to our general line of not doing 
anything that would mean military escalation. 


[DER SPIEGEL} What are the issues that you want to 
use to bring the SPD out of its trough? 


[Scharping] The issues for the party congress are clear: 
an efficient, innovative economy as a precondition for 
combating unemployment and preserving the welfare 
state, the reduction of bureaucracy and a modern public 
service as well as a peaceful German and European 
foreign policy. As things stand now, we will best 
achieve this in an SPD-led coalition with the Greens. 
Therefore | want this coalition to succeed in Novh 
Rhine-Westphalia. 


{DER SPIEGEL] In September, such sensitive issues 
as company tax reform and the ecological restructuring 
of the tax system will be on the political agenda once 
again. 


[Scharping] Correct, we have managed that, too. The 
reduction of subsidies must continue, the nominal tax 
rates should be reduced; the tax law must become 
simpler. Another tig issue will be the modernization of 
state and administration. Public administrations are too 
cumbersome and too expensive. This can be changed 
oniy with a new service jaw. 


(DER SPIEGEL) Mr. Scharping, what will happen row? 
Is your relationship with Schroeder not so bad that all 
pledges of team work are an illusion” 


[Scharping} This depends not only on my will, but also 
on his abilities and his willingness. 


[DER SPIEGEL) Could it be that Oskar Lafontaine will 
benefit from these controversies? He already gets the 
same ratings as you on Emnid’s popularity scale. 


(Scharping}] Do you want to open a new can of worms? 
Seriously: Your question is beside the point. 


(DER SPIEGEL) Mr. Scharping, thank you for this 


interview . 
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Siemens Head Views Functions, Asia Trade 


9SENO3SSA Berlin BERLINER ZEITUNG in German 
15-16 Jul 9S p 36 


{Interview with Heinrich von Pierer by Fred David; 
place and date not given: “Even Siemens Has To Go 
to the Back of the Line in China”) 


[FBIS Translated Text) He is the head of a concern that 
has a turnover of 84 billion German marks [DM] and 
380,000 empicyees. Is it even possible for one individual 
to grasp what is going on in a mega-enterprise such as 
this—even if he stands at the very top’ Heinrich von 
Pierer, chairman of the board of Siemens AG, tells us 
that he intentionally does not get involved in day-to-day 
operations. But he also tells us whal a manager must 
do in presenting a project so as to be absolutely sure of 
being rebuffed by him. 


[David] Siemens has 220,000 employees in Germany 
but has software developed in Bangalore, India at a 
fraction of what it has cost to date. Is this illustrative of 
the new trend toward relocating production? 


[Von Pierer] Things like this are of great importance 
to us. Over SO percent of our net product stems from 
software and engineering. We have for some time also 
been having certain engineering work done in Central 
and Eastern Europe, where there are also outstandingly 
trained personnel. Many here in Germany have the false 
notion that only less skilled work can be performed in 
these countries. 


[David] Does this trend not cause unrest within your 
firm? 


[Von Pierer] Up to a point, the division of labor | 
have described is reasonable and sensibic, and it is also 
perceived that way within the firm. But it would indeed 
be cause for concern if it led to a shifting of jobs on a 
major scale. A relocation must in any Case mean more 
growth, cost reduction alone is not enough. 


[David] Everyone wants to get into Asia at the moment. 
Is that where the future of European industry is located” 


[Von Pierer] For Siemens, the Asian-Pacific area is 

clearly a region with a future. In China alone, we have 

aoe ae a ae 
1 billion. 


[David] In doing difficuh business with China, does a 
firm like Stemens also have to wait in line before it can 
put in its bid? 

[Von Pierer] No one can escape that. The Chinese ex- 
plot the competitive situation and are as hard as nails 
in making their choice. In addition. Uic interaction be- 
tween Beijing ond the provinces is a highly complicate 
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one. For us Europeans, the rules of the game can often 
be fathomed only with difficulty. 


(David] Is it possible that the potential of doing business 
in China is being overestimated? 


[Von Pierer] I don’t think so. You cannot compare this 
with the Eastern-Europe euphoria of a few years ago. 
We do not get involved in wishful thinking, and this 
includes business dealings with China. But there is no 
doubt but that the dimensions of the market there are 
enormous. Here at horse, we have 50 telephones per 
100 inhabitants; in China there is one. It is not hard 
to imagine what this means when extrapolated to 1.2 
billion people. We know of at least 10 Chinese cities— 
their names are not even familiar to us Europeans— 
which have an interest in subway projects such as we 
are constructing in Canton [Guangzhou] and Shanghai. 
This means that the dynamism can now also be felt in 
far distant provinces. 

[David] Do the Europeans enjoy an advantage over ihc 
Americans in doing business in Asia? 

[Von Pierer] In some ways, yes. Americans, ike the 
Japanese, are burdened here and there by the events 
of history. In addition, the United States is the world’s 
leading political power, Japan the world’s greatest eco- 
nomic power. The Asiatic sites are trying to create a 
certain counterweight. The result is that good opportu- 
nities have arisen for the Europeans, especially for the 
Germans. 


[David] Why for the Germans, of all people? 


[Von Pierer] Mentality anu engineering skill play an 
enormous role. There is no escaping the fact that relia- 
bility, punctuality, 2nd quali.y are traditional attributes 
of us Germans. Great importance is attached to this 
in Asia. This is a psychological competitive edge that 
should not be underestimated. 


[David] In the international markets, the dimensions 
are becoming ever more gigantic. In one swoop, the 
electronics concern AT&T recently landed an order 
in Saudi-Arabia worth $4.5 billion. Deals like this 
cannot even be negotiated by individual firms any longer 
without intensive support from the state. 


[Von Pierer] Cases such as this have indeed become in- 
creasingly more frequent recently, also in South Amcr- 
ica, in China, particularly in the sectors of telecommu- 
nications, power plants, and in part also in the medical 
technology area. Everywhere, in other words, where the 
large American firms are located. There is no denying 
that the only remaining superpower, the United States, 
massively exploits the advantages that it has for inter- 
vening on the politica! level. 
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[David] It was precisely the firms which were demand- 
ing that there be “less state!" Do you favor more state 
involvement in foreign trade? 


[Von Pierer] With respect to such business deals, 
the German foreign minister speaks of a political 
accompaniment that his government is able to give. The 
Americans speak quite openly of “political pressure.” In 
working out major deals, the respective United States 
ambassador is even to be a member of the negotiating 
team of the firms. 


[David] Do you also plan to have ambassadors on your 
team in the future? 


[Von Pierer] For God's sake, no! That is a distortion of 
competitive relationships. This will ultimately lead to a 
degeneration of morals. 

[David] Until now, the Japanese have been looked upon 
as the grcat example, the toughest competitors in nearly 
all world markets. Now Japan is in a crisis. Is the 
japanese era coming to an end? 


[Von Pierer] I am sure that the Japanese will succeed 


in coping with their problems. They display great 
capabilities when it comes to organizing production, 
thinking cost-effectively and strategically, and gaining 
markets by means of advance concessions. 


[David] But today it is less a case of building computers 
quickly and well, which is a specialty of the Japanese, 
than it is of networking them and creating software. 
Is this particular business sector of the future more 
in line with the capabilities of the Americans and the 
Europeans? 

[Von Pierer] System integration probably appeals more 
to the Americans, and especially to the Europeans. Let 
me cite one example from the traffic technology sector: 
European bidders are able to offer complete transporta- 
tion systems from a single source. Here everything fits 
together, from the '.comotive drive, the railroad cars, 
the signal devices, the switch towers, all the way to the 
track network. 


[David] Where else can the Japanese be bested? 


[Von Pierer] 'n the manufacture of control mechanisms 
for machine tools, for example. The Japanese were far 
ahead of us here. When German machinery manufactur- 
ers are forced to install Japanese control mechanisms, 
the customer will one day ask himself why he should 
not also buy the Japanese machine tools while he is at 
it. 

[David] Have we caught up in this area? 


[Von Pierer] As far as Siemens is concerned, | can give 
you the exact month in which this happened: It was last 
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June that we passed the Japanese in this important dis- 
cipline, not only with respect to the technical attributes 
but also as far as cost is concermd. This catch-up did 
cost us a figure in the hundreds of millions, to be sure. 


[David] Can the head of a concern having 380,000 
employees still keep abreast of what specifically is going 
on in his firm? 

[Von Pierer] That is indeed a central question for 
the directorate. Siemens has 266 business fields with 
more than 50,000 products. We are active in almost 
all countries on earth. We need incoming orders worth 
DM400 million every day to cover our employees’ 
payroll. I purposely stay out of day-to-day operations. 


[David] Can a single individual, even if he is at the 
very top, be able to keep track of what is going on in 
his firm? 

[Von Pierer] Our enterprise is divided into 18 indepen- 
dent business sectors with 70 fields of activity. In each 
of these fields, so-called target discussions are regularly 
heid with the central directorate. Of course, the pro- 
cessed data always lands on my desk as well; there is 
so much that I would have to read around the «lock. 
When I get caught in a traffic tie-up on the Autobahn, it 
does not bother me. | fill a considerable portion of my 
daily reading quota in this way. 


[David] What do you do with this wealth of data? 


[Von Pierer] I prefer the direct conversation as the most 
important aid in making decisions. I look very carefully 
at the persons responsible for the individual projects. 


[David] What does an employee have tou do wrong to 
have his project turned down by you? 


[Von Pierer] He must be disassociated from his mission, 
not be sufficiently committed to it, stand alongside the 
project rather than directly in it. One notices these things 
very quickly, and all the acting talent in the world is of 
no avail in covering up the shortcomings. Even a good 
project will most likely go awry if those responsible at 
the scene do not back it. 


[David] Is knowledge of human nature the most impor- 
tant qualification for leading a large concern? 


[Von Pierer] Perhaps not the most important one, but 
nevertheless a very important one. I cannot, and I do 
not wish to, understand everything of a technical nature 
that goes on in my firm. Nor is that my task. I base my 
decisions on the degree to which a concept as a whole 
convinces me. 


[David] How does that look in practice? 


[Von Pierer] Not long ago we had a senior employee 
come to the head office to give a presentation. I had 
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firmly made up my mind to vote for termination of his 
field of activity on that day. But the man presented his 
project so persuasively that he changed my mind. In 
addition, he was prepared to stake his career on the 
success of his work. Today his business is making a 
profit. 


[David] Are you able to circumvent official channels in 
order to gain direct knowledge about individual sectors 
of the enterprise? 


[Von Pierer] First you would have to explain to me what 
the “official channel" is for the chairman of the board. I 
am on the road a lot, of course, and spend almost every 
night in a different hotel. Of great importance to me 
are the talks that I have at our subsidiaries at home and 
abroad. There I learn a lot about the home office that I 
might not hear about at the home office itself. 


[David] Aren't the employees at the home office honest 
with you? 


[Von Pierer] If an occurrence is described to me, I 
can assume that this description is factually correct. 
Incidental:y, | also talk a iot with shop stewards [works 
council members], and in that way I also learn many 
things about the enterprise that I might otherwise not 
learn. 


[David] With the globalization of the economy, more 
and more managers perceive the German institution 
of a works council as an obstacle, and many works 
council members themselves feel overtaxed by the 
internationalization of their enterprises. 


[Von Pierer] If we did not have in-house co- 
determination at our plants, we would have to invent 
it. Naturally, our cooperation is no one-way street. For 
my part, | must engage in a sensible information policy 
vis-a-vis the works council. Then both sides will profit 
from it. 


[David] Must the top manager of a large enterprise be 
50 percent politician? 


{Von Pierer] He must at least be able to grasp political 
relationships. From a certain size on, an enterprise 
is no longer a private show. In Germany alone, we 
employ 220,000 people. If you add their families 
and the employees of the supplying firms plus their 
families as well, you arrive at a figure of approximately 
a million people who are directly dependent on the 
business operations of Siemens. Stemming from this are 
obligations that go far beyond the purely economical. 


[David] Unlike politicians, you have enormous power 
at your command. 
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[Von Pierer] Power? Influence would be more like it. I 
feel my impotence every day. Having power does not by 
a long shot equate to the ability to enforce something. 
[David] That's what all the people who have power szy. 
[Von Pierer] I don’t mean that ironically. When I am in 
China for contract negotiations, | am not sustained by a 
feeling of power. Nor am I on other occasions. 


[Box, p 36) 


Heinrich von Pierer, 54, as chairman of the board, has 
headed Europe's largest electronics concern, Siemens 
AG, since July 1992. He received a doctorate in 
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law and completed his academic work as a graduate 
economist. In 1969, he joined Siemens as a legal 
consultant, worked his way up to coordinator and sales 
director of large-scale projects, and in 1989 became 
head of the Kraftwerk Union (KWU) in the Siemens 
concern. Parallel thereto, the manager planned to pursue 
a political career. In 1976 he ran, albeit unsuccessfully, 
for a seat in the Bundestag as a CSU [Christian Social 
Union] representative. Heinrich von Pierer has three 
children. At least twice a year, he vacations at his home 
in the Engadine [Switzerland]. But his love of high 
peaks comes at a considerable price for Heinrich von 
Pierer—he suffers from vertigo. 
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Paris To Propose Ban on ‘All’ Nuclear Tests 
AU 1008091395 Paris AFP in English 
0854 GMT 10 Aug 95 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] Geneva, Aug 10 (AFP) — 
France will propose that the future comprehensive 
test ban treaty being negotiated in Geneva should 
bar all nuclear tests and nuclear explosions, France's 
ambassador to the Geneva Disarmament Conference 
said Thursday. 

Ambassador Gerard Errera said the French proposal 
would “prohibit any nuclear weapons test explosion or 
any other nuclear explosion.” 


Letter to Australia’s Keating 


BRO908130095 Paris LE FIGARO in French 
8 Aug 95 p22 


[Open letter by LE FIGARO editorial director Franz- 
Olivier Giesbert: "The Pot Calling the Kettle Black: 
Australia Accuses us of Colonialism — So What About 
the Aborigines?”] 

(FBIS Translated Text] Dear Sir, I am not a pronuclear 
fanatic, nor have I ever regarded nuclear technology as 
the apotheosis of French engineering. Having always 
felt a certain suspicion of military truthfulness I am not 
even sure that the planned tests are completely justified. 
However, for some days now, listening to you and your 
supporters, | have been alternately choking with rage 
and laughter. 

Exhibiting quiet cynicism, you are on the way to 
transforming your antinuclear Campaign into an anti- 
French crusade. Out of pure delirium which, taken 
up here, puts sincere souls — whose good sentiments 
flow freely — in agony. You should reflect on what 
Peguy [French poet] said: “Deceiving simple folk means 
engaging in twofold deceit.” 


Let me trouble you for just a moment, while you 
shout yourself hoarse. The honorable scruples of the 
environmentalists are understandable. They are mindful 
only of the catastrophe that must inevitably engulf our 
species one day, and want to delay such an event. They 
are doing their job. Even though their highly selective 
protest is to all practical purposes aimed at the French 
nuclear tests, as if the United States or China had no 
plans to carry any out. However, let us put that aside 
for now. 


The condeinnation of the tests by the traditional oppo- 
nents of our nuclear deterrent is also understandable, be- 
ing in keeping with the role they play. Non-Frenchmen 
in particular are entitled to think that France can only be 
great by being small and that it should silently take its 
place on the back benches in the board room of nations. 
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However, we are stunned by the fetishistic hatred of 
your government toward us. Indeed, it would be absurd 
if we were not aware of your ulterior motives. So let it 


be known that they are transparent. 


You are the leader of a rich country 14 times the size 
of France, blessed with all kinds of mineral deposits, a 
country that intends to dominate the south Pacific. With 
a GDP of 16,550 [Australian] dollars per inhabitant, 
you are not exactly beggars. In the best of all possible 
Australian worlds, Oceania would be yours, if France 
was not there to stand in your way — both in Polynesia 
and New Caledonia. 


It is curious to hear you denounce French coionialism 
in the south Pacific. It is a bit rich, even a bit much, 
but we can stand it, even if we have to close our eyes. 
What does it matter if there are simpletuns who swallow 
this foolishness? Figures can be manipulated any way 
you want; New Caledonia and Pclynesia really have 
nothing to complain about where the French presence 
is concerned. Some of them even benefit from massive 
aid. 


And you? That is what the problem is all about. You 
should not be sentimental, being the good member of the 
Labor Party that you are. When you call the humiliated 
and injured parties in the region to arms, seeking to turn 
them against France, I can only rub my eyes in disbelief. 
Since the world tends to be forgetful, you can believe 
that you are not taking any major risks. However, I 
would like to refresh your memory. 


Upon the arrival of the first European immigrants, 
Australia had 300,000 aboriginals. By 1921 just 60,000 
remained. What happened in the meantime? Take a 
guess. It took until 1967 before you deigned to give the 
vote to the first inhabitants of your country, and before 
your miners and farmers agreed to remunerate them in 
any way other than by making payments in kind, giving 
them rations, like back in the age of slavery. 


The Effects of Becoming Second-Class Citizens 


I have before me a memorandum addressed to the 
Asia Department of the French Foreign Ministry from 
Bernard Follin, former French ambassador to Australia. 
Dated 7 October 1987, it was written in tranquil, 
detached terms unrelated to the current debate. It reads 
as follows: 


"It is patently obvious that the colonial occupation 
of Australia did not go off smoothly. The color red 
which features on the aboriginal flag is the color of the 
earth, but also the color of blood. The circumstances 
under which the population was exterminated until the 
beginning of the 20th century are well-known. However, 





Tis pr may conan core eae, Copying ond Gemini) 
| is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 














FBIS-WEU-95-154 
10 August 1995 


a university professor pointed out recently that he had 
received formal proof that at the beginning of the 
1960’s, some settlers were still killing aboriginals with 
impunity, organizing so-called battues, as others hunt 
pests. No doubt these were isolated cases at that time. 
a, 


"Basically, the physical or moral violence committed 
against the aboriginals arises from a firmly anchored 
tradition. Their elimination, pure and simple, has been 
replaced by the dramatic events associated with driving 
them into reserves or forcing them to assimilate. In this 
country, which has systematically sought to exclude 
its first occupants, and which until the early 1970's 
practiced a selective immigration policy based on racial 
criteria (the White Australia Policy), solidarity with the 
aboriginal community is nothing natural.” 


I could continue by reminding you that, compared with 
the national average, aboriginals suffer twice the normal 
rate of infant mortality or that their average life span is 
at least 20 years shorter than that of the rest of the 
population. These are the effects of being turned into 
second-class citizens. However, ! will not be so cruel 
uS to inflict this upon you. I can already see your cheeks 
reddening from this historical slap in the face. 


You have made some efforts by giving the aboriginals 
iheir right to ancestral land. Bravo... However, since 
you are no monster, this gesture will not have been 
enough to relieve your bad conscience after so many 
decades of “ethnic cleansing.” I feel sorry for you. Your 
cross must be a heavy one to bear. If it weighs too 
much for you, instead of desperately turning on us, you 
should share the burden with New Zealand, which did 
not behave very well either toward the first inhabitants 
of its country, as the big film of ihe year, “The Spirit of 
the Warriors” [L’Ame des Guerriers] reminds us. 


You will say that France gives you leeway to do 
only one thing: applaud. But no. Contest our tests if 
that is your fancy. Simply remember, your credibility 
is at stake, so stop talking about the environment, 
colonialism, and human rights. 


Ambassador Stresses Cooperation 


BRO0908134395 Paris LE FIGARO in French 
9 Aug 95 pY 


[Article by Australian Ambassador to France Alan 
Brown: “Australia wants to cooperate with France”) 


[FBIS Translated Text] France's decision to resume 
nuclear testing in the South Pacific has created serious 
problems for Australia, its partners in the Pacific, and 
many countries around the world. I acknowledge that on 
the issue of nuclear testing France and Australia do not 
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see eye to eye, and I was pleased that France and its 
leaders took th opportunity to express their opinions 
directly in Australia in the Australian media, just as 
our leaders expressed themselves directly in the French 
media. 


I have also closely followed the accounts of the posi- 
tions of Australia and other countries that are opposed 
to the resumption of nuclear testing. | am happy that 
our positions were given extensive media coverage and 
that they are better known and better understood. | am 
anxious to stress that it is Australia’s policy to oppose 
the holding of nuclear tests by any country, anywhere. 
We are opposed to nuclear testing because it endangers 
the progress currently being made in worldwide disar- 
mament, such as the Treaty on the Non-Proliferztion 
of Nuclear Arms. Testing creaies risks for the environ- 
ment in the long term, and perhaps in the short term 
too. Moreover, it obviously runs counter to the wishes 
of the countries in the region to create a denuclearized 
zone. 


I was disappointed that certain comments in the media 
have led one to think that Australia’s aim was not so 
much to halt nuclear testing as to try to force France to 
leave the Pacific. This suggestion is completely untrue. 
Australia appreciates France’s presence in the Pacific. 
As our foreign minister said, we have had excellent 
neighborly relations in recent years and we want nothing 
more than to see these relations continue. We approve 
and support the process of the Matignon Accords in 
New Caledonia, and we accept France as a partner in 
the Pacific as our island neighbors. It is not our attitude 
that has jeopardized this spirit of partnership; it is the 
decision to conduct nuclear tests. 


Australia also wishes to cooperate with France in the 
public and private spheres by developing links through- 
out the Asia-Pscific region. We have encouraged Aus- 
tralian companies to join forces with French companies 
to take advantage of the region's growth. We have en- 
couraged French companies to use Australia as a base 
for their activities in the Asia-Pacific region. Australia 
is encouraging French investment and will continue to 
do so. In this area, | was pleased to see that the mutu- 
alists of the National Mutual approved the merger with 
AXA [French life insurance company]. Those sugges- 
tions that lead one to think that Australia is seeking to 
threaten French interests in the Asia-Pacific region or 
that cultural reasons sometimes pit us against France 
are completely untrue and miscalculate Australia’s true 
concern about nuclear testing undertaken by any coun- 
try. 
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De Charette: ‘Ambiguous’ Attitudes on Croatia 


AU0908200295 Paris AFP in English 
1935 GMT 9 Aug 95 


(FBIS Transcribed Text, Paris, Aug 9 (AFP) — The 
United States and Germany have shown an ambiguous 
attitude towards Croatia's military offensive over sepa- 
ratist Serbs, French Foreign Minister Herve de Charette 
told the PARIS-MATCH weekly to appear Thursday [10 
August}. 

"On the one hand, they call for a ceasefire, while on 
the other they put hardly any pressure on the Croatian 
Government to stop it from launching its offensive,” De 
Charette said. 

However, “the main responsibility for this conflict is 
elsewhere,” the French foreign minister said. 

"It lies first with the Croatian Serbs, who have refused 
practically to the end to recognize that they were an 
integral part of Croatia. And it lies with the Croatian 
Government, which has not guaranteed rights to the Serb 
minority in Croatia.” 

De Charette also repeated fears of a wider conflict, 
adding: “That's why we insist on the logic of peace.” 


Paris Contests Study’s Top Arms Exporter Ranking 


AU0908171395 Paris AFP in English 
1615 GMT 9 Aug 95 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Paris, Aug 9 (AFP) — France 
on Wednesday [9 August] contested a U.S. study that 
concluded that Paris had overtaken the United States as 
the world’s top arms exporter to the Third World. 


The study for the U.s. Congress was based on data 
including two major contracts with Qatar and Saudi 
Arabia, a Defence Ministry source noted, questioning 
whether these were Third World states. 


The source added that 1994 was “the worst year in 25 
years for deliveries, that is to say payments,” and that 
orders in 1994 were “the weakest since 1990.” 


The study by the Congressional Research Service, which 
works exclusively for the U.S. Congress, revealed that 
arms sales by France went from 3.8 billion dollars in 
1993 to 11.4 billion dollars last year. 


In contrast, U.S. sales to developing countries in 1994 
stood at 6.1 billion dollars, after plummeting from 15.4 
billion dollars the year before. 


But French Defence Ministry figures put the value of 
deliveries in 1994 at 16.8 billion francs (3.3 billion 
dollars) compared with 20.6 billion francs (4.1 billion 
dollars) in 1993, “confirming the clear downward trend 
in deliveries since 1991." 
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The three main export areas in 1994 were western 


Europe (42 percent compared with 33.7 percent in 
993), the Middle East and North Africa (32 percent 


against 40.5 percent), and the Asia-Pacific (17 percent 


—— 


East and North Africa (55 percent in 1994 against 65 
percent in 1993), Asia-Pacific (25 percent against 14 
percent) and western Europe and North America (16 
percent against 18 percent). 


Prime Minister Alain Juppe’s Aides Profiled 


95ES0343B Paris LIBERATION in French 6 Jul 95 
pp 10-11 


[Article by Gerard Desportes: "Juppe’s Household at the 
Matignon”) 

(FBIS Translated Text] Legend has it that nothing 
annoys Alain Juppe so much as personal courts and 
clans. So it is not surprising that this trait shows up in 
the current working methods at the Matignon. Although 
the 35 members of his staff address the prime minister 
formally, informality is the rule among the lower ranks. 


The prevailing style aims to be direct and efficient. 
In public, everyone uses “Mr. Prime Minister,” but 
in private “Alain” is better suited to the atmosphere 
the Matignon tenant wants to create in his team. 
“Juppe maintains a purely working relationship with 
his colleagues,” says one of them. “He does not mix 
business and pleasure. He is definitely a ‘professional.’ 
But he does inspire confidence and people are loyal to 
him,” says another. True enough. But underneath the 
image of the disciplined brain and hard worker always 
ready to sacrifice himself for the cause, Alain Juppe 
cultivates his own support network—and has for many 
years. 


Indeed, rarely in the history of the Fifth Republic—with 
the exception of Michel Rocard—has a prime minister 
revealed as much about his political past and affinities 
in his choice of a team. “Without drawing attention 
to the fact, Alain is "Juppeizing’ all the key posts in 
the state,” notes a former Balladur team advisor. “He 
presents himself as the bricklayer to architect Chirac, 
but we will be hearing more about this...." The chief 
does not like clans, but he has his vassals. And they 
have been devoted to him for years. 


The Left had barely won the Elysee in 1981 when the 
assistant director of Jacques Chirac’s campaign found 
himself in room 6097, on the sixth floor of the Paris 
prefecture, in charge of Paris’ finances. And one of 
the things he did while he was there was to modestly 
set abou! creating the “"" group. Until 1983, members 
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included Dominique de Villepin, Jean Picq (who 10 
years later would sign a report excoriating the power 
of ministers’ departmental staffs, inspiring Chirac in his 
attacks on the “technostructure”), and a few others. After 
following Alain Juppe to the Quai d'Orsay, Dominique 
de Villepin’s position as Elysee secretary general made 
him the hub of relations between the Elysee and the 
Matignon. Jean Picg, who yesterday was named general 
secretary of national defense, was the inspiration for 
the “political-administrative revolution” that henceforth 
limits ministers (except Alain Madelin) to five advisors. 
Both men have belonged to Alain Juppe’s entourage 
from the very beginning of his adventure. Proof that 
Juppe is far-sighted, and above all that he knows how 
to choose those who will be useful to him. 


In fact, there were two basic routes to the Matignon 
team. The first was to belong to the Praetorian guard, 
which consists of six members. One of them is Maurice 
Gourdault-Montagne, the departmental staff director 
and man who keeps the machine running. Gourdault- 
Montagne arrives at work at 8 a.m., the same time as 
the prime minister, and gathers the 35-member team 
together in his first-floor office three-quarters of an hour 
later because “that way, everybody has to be on deck 
early in the morning.” 


Another two are Patrick Stefanini and Yves Cabana, 
both of them active in the RPR machine (Rally for the 
Republic) and both of whom worked alongside Alain 
Juppe during his stints as secretary general and interim 
president. The first handles domestic policy, the second 
overseas departments and territories. Bruno Racine, who 
already handled Paris’ cultural affairs at the Matignon 
under Chirac before transferring to the Quai d’Orsay, 
is also part of the inner circle. Today he advises Alain 
Juppe on strategy. Another member is Pierre-Mathieu 
Duhamel, long in charge of Paris finances before signing 
on with the Economics Ministry. Finally, Agathe Sanson 
is head of the press department. 


All of them, with the addition of principal private 
secretary Nicolas Desforges, meet with Alain Juppe at 
about 7:30 p.m. every evening to assess the day's work 
and plan the next one. 


As for whether they wield exclusive power over the 
others, it is hard to say. First, because traditionally 
those who work at the Matignon do not complain. 
Second, because, from all reports, Maurice Gourdault- 
Montagne’s very warm personality goes a long way 
toward reducing sensitivities. Most of all, however, 
because this first shock troop often intersects with a 
second, that of the City of Paris. 


Seven of the 35 staff members come from the second 
group. Although the Paris group has great strengths, 
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it is nonetheless a danger for the prime minister, 
since “affairs” having to do with the running of the 
Capital keep cropping up to poison the political climate. 
These two groups form the political backbone of the 
Juppe team at the Matignon. Time will tell whether 


of Administration), four ave graduaes of polytechnical 
schools, and all the obligatory big professional bodies 
(Bridges, Finances inspection, etc.) are represented. 


So where is the much-clamored-for “change?” Not a 
hint of it comes through in the day-to-day life of the 
Matignon. Advisors readily caricature the ministries. 
“We are used to deferring to hierarchies,” jokes one of 
them. “So we call the minister or one of his advisors. 
But in most cases they are either, at best, uninformed, 
or at worst, not there. You can hardly expect us to ring 
up the administration, now can you....” 


This situation, which hurt the Matignon at the begin- 
ning, cannot last forever. Consequently, the machine 
may finally get rolling. “The Matigaon should not be a 
mere depository for all the issues,” announces Maurice 
Gourdault-Montagne. “We want to act as an impetus.” 
The question is whether this desire will find expression 
in the real world. The Juppe machine has until the end 
of the year at most to demonstrate its effectiveness. The 
prime minister and his team fully and calmly accept this 
deadline. Perhaps because they are convinced that their 
cohesion will enable them to get the better of minor day- 
to-day changes and temporary setbacks, and because 
they are aware that they still have a long way to go 
to fulfill an even more prestigious destiny. 


The People at the Matignon 
PRIME MINISTER: Alain Juppe, 49 years old, ENA 
graduate 


DEPARTMENTAL STAFF DIRECTOR: Maurice 
Gourdault-Montagne, 42 years old, a graduate of the 
National Institute of Eastern Languages and Civiliza- 
tions 

PRINCIPAL PRIVATE SECRETARY: Nicolas Des- 
forges, 40 years old, ENA graduate 


ASSISTANT DIRECTORS: Patrick Stefanini, 42 years 
old, ENA graduate, domestic policy; 
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P.-Mathieu Duhamel, 39 years old, ENA graduate, 
economic affairs 
COUNSELORS: 


Bruno Racine, 44 years old, ENA graduate, strategic, 
political, and military affairs; 


Yves Cabana, 45 years old, ENA graduate, state reform, 
New Caledonia; 


Agathe Sanson, 29 years old, French Press Attache 
School, head of the press department 


HEADS: 

Antoine Durreleman, 44 years old, ENA graduate, social 
policy. 

Richard Duque, 48 years old, ENA graduate, foreign 
policy. 


Jean Cadet, 53 years old, ENA graduate, European 
Affairs; 


Francois Soulmagnon, 38 years old, Polytechnical 
School graduate, industry, equipment, and technology; 


Xavier Dumas, 48 years old, secondary school teaching 
certificate in literature, education; 

Jean-Michel Roulet, 50 years old, prefect, Domestic and 
security policy; 

Jean Chodron de Courcel, 40 years old, ENA graduate, 
economic and financial affairs 


Chirac’s ‘Bulldozer’ Style Reviewed, Assessed 


9SP20938 

[FBIS Media Note] President Jacques Chirac is “impos- 
ing his bulldozer style” on both his foreign partners and 
his Own majority, wrote Robert Schneider in the 20- 
26 July Paris weekly LE NOUVEL OBSERVA7TEUR. 
The president is “visibly” at ease in his role, for he is 
| "ing through one of his favorite “action” periods, he 
continued. Having acknowledged that France bore re- 
sponsibility for the deportation of Jews during the Vichy 
period, he went on to pressure chiefs of state and gov- 
ernment to intervene in Bosnia, multiplying his “delib- 
crately brutal” statements to compel Western leaders to 
publicly declare their positions. The situation in which 
he placed his partners is already, in his eyes, the “begin- 
ning of action,” Schneider affirmed, for he believes that 
“forcefully-expressed political will imposes itself in the 
end,” even at the cost of much time and effort. When it 
is pointed out to him that his propensity to give lessons 
to all without accepting any from others is beginning to 
irritate France's Western partners, that his nuclear test 
decision has raised a wave of protests worldwide, that 
certain electoral promises are incompatible with bud- 
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getary restraint, and that “continuity and nol change is 
seemingly winning,” Chirac replies that “nothing and no 
one” will take away his resolve. The truth of this state- 
ment was put to the test on that “black” day of Il July, 
when Chirac was booed for his nuclear decision in the 
European Parliament, his second meeting with German 
Chancellor Helmut Kohl was “perturbed” by a climate 
“much less warm” than the first, and he learned that Sre- 
brenica had fallen to the Bosnian Serbs. Additionally, it 
was on the same day that centris: Pierre Mehaignerie, 
president of the National Assembly's finance commis- 
sion, openly criticized the “weaknesses of the budget.” 


Barely two months after Chirac took power, Schneider 
ge a “wind of folly is blowing on his majority.” 

The judiciary is increasingly interested in the financ- 
ing of the Rally for the Republic (RPR), and the hous- 
ing scendal involving the grant of expensive apartments 
by the Paris mayoralty has not gone away. According 
to some, nothing is working in the government; others 
affirm that at this rate, Prime Minister Alain Juppe’s 
days are “numbered” and that the president may even 
be unable to complete his term. With a weakened prime 
minister, a poorly functioning government, and a “rebel- 
lious” majority, rarely has the situation looked so “grim” 
for a new government, Schneider contended. The presi- 
dent's supporters committed two errors from the outset. 
They thought that France had become “Chiracian,” for- 
getting that no other president received such a low score 
in the first round or that Chirac was alone in not ensur- 
ing an absolute majority in the second. instead, Schnei- 
der continued, they formed a “purely Chiracian’ govern- 
ment unrepresentative of his entire majority. His second 
error was to Conduct a campaign thal was “too dema- 
gogic” and gave rise to expectations that are impossi- 
ble to meet. While both Chirac and Juppe “privately” 
acknowledge that some cabinet ministers lack both ex- 
perience and a spirit of initiative and that a reshuffle 
must take place in the fall following the senatorial elec- 
tions, neither official admits th second error, insist- 
ing that “promises will be kept.” Nevertheless, the gov- 
ernment’s principal weakness lies in the fact that “the 
Chirac-Juppe couple is not compiementary,” he con- 
tended. While, contrary to rumors, they get along well 
and closely cooperate, “they are too much alike.” Both 
are “pragmatists,” both enjoy popular confidence, but 
neither possesses “true credibility” yet. Chirac’s “sim- 
pier, more direct, more brutal” style than that of his pre- 
decessors is “disconcerting”; Juppe’s governing style is 
“confusing; neither man is “truly reassuring.” Since en- 
tering the presidential palace, Chirac has taken on all 
the problems, for “this is his way of existing and gov- 
erning.” However, the risk of losing the country’s trust 
in case of failure is “enormous,” Schneider warned. 
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Relations With Germany: Couple in ‘Final Rounds’ 
9SES0343A Paris LIBERATION in French 11 Jul 95 
pé 

[Interview with Michel Korinman by Bont correspon- 
dent Lorraine Mil\ot: “Paris and Bonn: Moving Beyond 
. A ngelism’”} 

{[FBIS Translated Text] Michel Korinman, professor 
of German history at the University of Nanterre and 
director of the Italian geopolitical review LIMES, is 
one of the rare specialists of Franco-German relations to 
bluntly condemn the “deep sleep” into which the couple 
has fallen since German reunification. 


[LIBERATION] Does the ritual of Franco-German 
summits still reflect the reality of relations between the 
two countries? 


{Korinman] I don’t see much sense at all in these high 
tnasses applauded by what I call the Franco-German 
lobby in Bonn and especially in Paris. They would like 
things to continue the way they were in the sixties, with 
a Germany aot of this world. Every time a problem 
crops up ia our embassy in Bonn, for instance, it can no 
longer even be admitted or discussed. The alliance that 
was e.craordinarily useful after the war, when Europe 
was split in two and Germany could not be left behind, 
has become « ceremonial event and a taboo. Now that 
the country ba reunified, it is time to understand that we 
are dealing wiit « different partner. Our German friends 
would probably prefer that we talk about what they 
really are too, rather than what we dreamed they would 
be. To continue to use yesterday's Germany, a minor 
political player, as a point of reference can even be quite 
dangerous. By <iunging to angelism, we may help create 
frankly Germanophobic feelings in France when certain 
differences—in themselves perfectly normal—cannot be 
swept under the rug. Meanwhile, the discussion on 
commemorating 8 May showed us that anti-German 
sentiment, which we had thought was dead, remains 
widespread and acute in France. 


[LIBERATION] Hence your proposal for a “controlled 
merger” of France and Germany. What kinds of reac- 
tions did you get? 

{[Korinman] What's really too bad is that the debate on 
Europe should have begun when Germany reunified in 
1989. And when the CDU [Christian Democratic Union) 
proposed a “hard core,” we missed a historic opportunity 
to say “Dare!” by suggesting that we finally consummate 
this couple we've been hearing about for years, and 
make it a powerful instrument for moving Europe 
forward. In Germany, the reactions to my proposal 
were very generous. Many Germans understand that 
building a Europe of nations—that is, no Europe at 
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all—means they will remain stck in their history. A 
Franco-German union would enaic them, not to erase 
Auschwitz, which is impossible, but to create with us 
a great historical pause, a positive one this time. In 
France there is not yet any real discussion of European 
geopolitics. Moreover, France has an alternative too: 
It can survive as a medium-size power, like Holland 
for example, and think seriously about forming...a big 
American party. For if we want to develop more plans, 
our choices are limited: either we go with Germany, or 
we become fervent partisans of the Atlantic alliance and 
scrap our Gaullist baggage. 


[LIBERATION] Since the election of Jacques Chirac, 
German leaders have shown the patience of saints in 
refraining from comments oa French procrastination 
concerning Europe, Schengen, nuclear testing, etc. Is 
this the calm before the storm? 


(Korinman] A rash of books advocating a new foreign 
policy for Germany are finding their way into German 
bookshops. Any suggestion that Germany could change 
its geopolitics and implement a different European 
policy would trigger an enormous debate, and no 
German politician is taking that chance today. But if we 
continue to procrastinate, some Germans may eventually 
become irritated and say, “If our partners no longer 
want to move ahead with us, we can imagine something 
else.” And they are right: We don’t understand ourselves 
any more. One day we say we're going to organize a 
referendum on the single currency, the next day we've 
changed our minds, the day after that we're undecided. 
It's hard to see how the Germans could understand us. In 
the CDU-CSU [Christian Social Union] group's initial 
reflections on Europe, the issue was already spelled 
out in black and white: either we moved to form a 
“hard core”, or Germany would have to return to its 
was considered “too expensive for its current resources.” 


[LIBERATION] Is the Franco-German couple doomed 
to decrepitude? 

[Korinman] We are now in the final rounds, as odd as 
that metaphor may seem when speaking of a couple. 
But we also have to see that, as always in the formation 
of nations, it is often outside perils that have spurred 
great advances. If, as certain third-category philosophers 
in France now anticipate, something similar to the Yu- 
goslavian cataclysm were to happen tomorrow in Rus- 
sia, involving incomparably greater military force, the 
Germans and French would have to move forward. We 
could not stand separately against dangers that would 
threaten us much more seriously than the Yugoslavian 
crisis. The sad part is, we are doing nothing to prepare 
ourselves for it now. 
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Dini Announces Restructuring of Secret Services 
BRO808120195 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 

5 Aug 95 pl4 

[Report by Giovanni Maria Bellu: “Less Secret Services: 
Dini Launches “Operation Openness"”] 

(FBIS Translated Excerpt] Rome — Dini is launching 
an “operation openness” in the secret services, introduc- 
ing major changes into Sismi and Sisde, halting appoint- 
ments by direct nomination, ordering the suspension of 
the periodical distribution of documents, aj reassert- 
ing — through the withdrawal of a circular drafted by 
Berlusconi — the political authorities’ role in moni- 
toring the activities of the secret services. We could 
talk in terms of a revolution if the uncertain future of 
long time needed to introduce such provisions as the 
announced “reform of state secrecy” and the overall 
reform of the secret services, on which a study com- 
mittee has been established. But if the line defined by 
Dini during his two-hour appearance before the Security 
Services Committee yesterday is adhered to by future 
governments, Italy could have for the first time a mod- 
ern, reliable security apparatus independent of external 
influences. This is the belief expressed in several state- 
ments both by Committee Chairman Massimo Brutti of 
the PDS [Democratic Party of the Left] and committee 
members representing all the political forces. 


Dini also made a statement of considerable general im- 
portance, which marks a break with the past. He said 
that he shares the uncertainties (expressed the day before 
yesterday by Institutional Reforms Minister Giovanni 
Motzo in an interview with the daily L'AVVENIRE) 
concerning the legitimacy of certain secret interna- 
tional treaties. It was the complex concerning such 
agreements, including that on the Gladio network, that 
prompted talk of “limited sovereignty.” Never before 
has a prime minister admitted the existence of this prob- 
lem. However, according to Brutti, Dini said “that he 
is convinced of the need to introduce in this connec- 
tion new rules at the juridical, and even constitutional, 
level.” [passage omitted] 

Miglio Establishes New Federalist Party 


BRO908125895 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 

9 Aug 95 p9 

[Unattributed report: “Miglio’s Union Becomes Party") 
[FBIS Translated Text] Rome — A new party has 
emerged on the Italian political scene. The birth of a 
new party led by Senator Gianfranco Miglio, former 
Northern League ideologue and currently chairman of 
the Federalist 'Inion, was announced yesterday. The 


Lack of Center in Center-Left Analyzed 
BRO908142695 Milan IL SOLE-24 ORF in Italian 
9 Aug 95 p2 


{Commentary by Ilvo Diamanti: “Dini Hypothesis: Cen- 
ter’s Third Way") 


{[FBIS Translated Text] How to strengthen the center 
within the center-Lefi alliance remains an unresolved 
problem, as confirmed by the debates and disputes that 
the topic is still prompting. The subsiance of the issue 
emerged following the 1994 general election, when it 
became clear that in order for the center and the Lefi 
to compete with the Pole for Freedoms, they had to 
seek forms of communication and understanding. This 
was NO Casy Operation, inasmuch as they centered on 
parties that were the heirs to parties that were the 
traditional political antagonists of the post-war period: 
the DC [Christian Democratic Party] and the PCI 
{Italian Communist Party]. This, all the more so since, 
following the demise of the PSI [Italian Socialist Party} 
and the minor nonconfessional parties, a vacuum was 
created between the two poles. 


indeed, there is a broad band of voters in the center-Left, 
more than 15 percent, who have not been presented with 
any satisfactory political offer. The manifold groupings, 
old and new, that have addrcossed this band (from 
the Democratic Alliance to the Laborites, and from 
the Democrats to even the Greens) have never been 
broadly representative. Prodi’s candidacy emerged at the 
beginning of the year precisely in order to tackle this 
problem. That is, it was an attempt to respond through 

to the limitations of organization and 
coalition. So the clubs that were formed to support Prodi 
were supposed to grant visibility and legitimacy to the 
center that is oriented toward the Left, to enable it to find 
real representation, and thus to address the Left without 
an inferiority complex. But meanwhile the picture has 


The split in the PPI [Italian Popular Party] and the PDS’ 
(Democratic Party of the Left] decision to abandon an 
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alliance with Communist Renewal made possible an 
undersiinding that in the April local ciections offered 
new opportunities of representation to center-Lefit vot- 
ers. This is what lies behind the electoral growth ex- 
perienced by the PDS and the good result achieved by 
Bianco's PPI, and above all the large and unexpected 
success achieved by the coalition. Prodi’s role has there- 
fore changed — from that of guarantor of the center in 
ics encounter with the Left to that of guarantor of the 
encounter between center and Left. Indeed, to that of 
witness to and actor in the center-Left. He figured that 
there would have been many obstacles to turning the 
Olive Tree into a party or a political organization in 
this situation — the PPI's reluctance to join and the 
excessive enthusiasm of the leaders of other groupings 
seeking the opportunity for legitimization. Nevertheless 
it is clear that the picture that has been emerging !caves 
many problems unresolved, and, first and foreinost, the 
imbalance between the two components of the align- 
mem. Indeed, within the center-Left the center still car- 
ries much jess weight than the Left. This problem is now 
the crux of the debate, which I believe can be summed 
up in three main positions. 

The aim of the first is to consolidate the agreement 
tested in the local elections, by building the alignment 
on the basis of the agreement between the most con- 
solidated major parties — between the center, as repre- 
sented by the PPI, and the Left, based around the PDS. It 
is believed that the present imbalance could be reduced 
by the PPIs electoral growth, facilitated by its position 
as the principal, if not the only, strong reference point 
for moderates who address the Left. The PPI likes this 
theory, but it enjoys some support within the PDS too. 
The drawback is that it is based on forecasts that, though 
plausible, could prove mistaken and that it does not al- 
ter the present balance. Furthermore, it cannot be liked 
by the other allies or, basically, by Prodi, whose Olive 
Tree would find it difficult to develop. faced with such 
strongly structured political forces. 


The aim of the second is to strengthen the center-Left as 
a specific political subject to which to refer. The Olive 
Tree would have to change from its present condition as 
representative of various groupings of varying size and 
degrees of solidity into the principal reference point for 
the area's action and political ideas. Obviously this is 
the favorite hypothesis of Prodi and his advisers, who 
can use two arguments a its favor. The first concerns 
the actual political autonomy quired by the Olive Tree 
which, apart from having already had dealings with both 
allies and antagonists, has provided itself with a staff of 
experts with a view to building a government program. 


The second argument was suggested by Arturo Parisi, a 
perspicacious political scholar much heeded by Prodi. 


Last, there is a third way, already attempted, unsuccess- 
fully, by such people as Segni and Adornato. Its aim is 
to build a ceater political force that is oriented toward 
the Le‘t, on the basis of a federation of the political 
subjects active within this area. There are several rea- 
sons for the lack of success achieved by this 

that as it may, One important factor has been the lack 
of organizatioral and associative support enjoyed by the 


has waned almost completely in recent years, however). 


Now CISL [Italian Confederation of Trade Unions] 
leader Sergio D'Antoni is taking this path, and he enjoys 
much stronger resources in terms of arguments in its fa- 


large membership (almost 4 million people.) Of course, 
the outcome of the referendum has harmed the image 
that the trade unions have gained in recent years. But 
only up to a point. The role performed in the negoti- 
ations on pensions and, before that, the agreement on 
pay bargaining, which lies at the foundation of recent 
governments’ economic policy, still ensure it a very fa- 
vorable position, both political and social. Purthe:more, 
it shows that it has fully understood the importance at 
this ume of personalizing political representation. This 
is why D'Antoni identifies as the new center federa- 
tion's reference point the present prime minister, Lam- 
berto Dini, who is now the politician most respected not 
only by the markets but above all by tie citizens. Among 
other things, Dini’s candidacy, welcomed by business 
and financial circles, has the advantage of counterbal- 
ancing the trade unions’ prominent role in this proposal. 
According to D’Antoni’s plan, the center of the center- 
Left would thus coincide not so much with portions of 
the political system, but mainly with sectors of the eco- 
nomuc and social system and of ordinary society — with 
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the sectrr of the Italy of producers that has proved sen- 
Sitive to the demands of moderation and regulation of 
development. 


So there are good reasons for believing that this 
project has a better chance than others of 1 \aking 
progress. Nevertheless, partly because it remains ill 
defined, there are a number of unclear points. First, 
like his predecessors, D'Antoni must first deal with 
the resistance of the other leaders of the area, who 
are disinclined to readily accept a skillful and cunning 
“competitor.” This, because obviously to make Dini 
the center's candidate to the prime munistership means 
D’ Antoni's putting himself forward as candidate to lead 
the grouping (to become wha. CORRIERE DELLA 
SERA’s Gian Antonio Stella appositely referred to 
as the “D’Alema of the center”). Furthermore, this 
blueprint also conflicts to some extent with the ideas of 
the PPI members who, in order to strengthen the center, 
have in mind not a “federation” but a grouping centered 
on the PPI. As well as constituting an asset, the trade 
union background could also constitute a problem in the 
political contest. In particular, it could prompt resistance 
and hostility on the part of some sectors of society 
crucial to a moderate political subject, and especially the 
self-employed middie class. At the same time it could 
cause conflicts and disputes in the trade union field. 
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However, I azn sure that Dini’s candidacy, as a reference 
poim for the center alongside Prodi (“the Veltroni of 
the center,” as Stella would call him), would cause 
many conflicts to explode. Why should Dini agree to be 
put forward as Prodi’s “number two" when he is now 
“pumber one” of a government that enjoys broad popular 
support and great political legitimization? When will the 
“movemeat” of those who regard him as a candidate in 
his own right, preferring him to both Berlusconi and 
flanked by two authoritative figures borrowed from two 
strong political subjects, would find his own autonomy 
greatly reduced: He would risk becoming the prime 
ministerial candidate of a cartel, and not the leader of 
an alignment. His own Olive Tree would find it very 
difficult to establish deeper roots. 


Last, these uncertainties prompi the suspicion thal 
the altempt to provide the center with visible and 
incisive representativeness in its encounter with the 
Left has prompted some sectors of “Prodi’s party” to 
move toward and to “discover” “Dini's party” which, 
among other things, has the advantage of already being 
identified in parliament with a center-Left extended to 
the center. 
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With this as its starting point, the white paper describes 
three possible results of the conference thal could be 
quite significant, it is believed: 
— Limited results that deal only with topics thal were 
deferred by the Maastricht Treaty and topics thai are 
planned for later EU summits. 


— Results that consider expansion of the EU to include 


the East and Central European countries plus Cyprus 
and Malta. 


Such a new treaty would include political agreement 
on how the Council of Ministers, parliameni, and the 
commission should be changed and how agricultural 
policy and aid to the poorest reg:ons of the union should 
be financed in a large EU. 


— Much more extensive results, with the 1996 confer- 
ence of governments also examining all areas of coop- 
eration included in the Maastricht Treaty. 

The Agenda for Europe should not cause major dis- 
agreement on the Danish political scene right away. 
Apart from the Western European Union [(WEU) and 
cooperation on defense, there 1s broad political unity on 
those topics that have been presented to date. 

It appears, however, that the Danish Government could 
find it extremely difficult to place jobs and the cnvi- 
ronment on the agenda. The disagreement among EU 
countries on this issue is too great. 

The white paper devotes only a page and a half to 
the four Danish exemptions: from common currency, 
These topics will not be discussed at the conference. The 
Edinburgh Agreement is “legally binding” and cannot be 
brought before the EU Court, the paper states to reassure 
EU opponents. However, the conference could very well 
result in a Europe moving at different speeds. 

Some countries can and will go faster than others. The 
beginning of such a system can already be seen in 
the European Monetary Union, where only countries 
meeting a number of economic criteria can participate in 
the common currency system. The danger of expanding 
this model—or the possibility of i nauional 
exempuons-—is the formavion of first- and second-string 
nations in Europe. 


For Foreign Minister Nicis Helveg Petersen, the white 
paper is only 2 first small step. Once the conference of 
governments is over and the results are to be signed by 
the inumber nations, the problems will begin in earnest: 
Then Heiveg and the rest of the government must go out 
and convince EU-skeptical Danes that this timetable for 
Europe is the right one. 
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According to the white pzper, all the EU countries agree 
that and environmental problems in 
Europe are among the most important concrete problems 
that must be deak with. The Question, however, is 
whether or not these problems can and should be s~tved 
by changes in the treaty. Many countrnes believe Ue. 
is no need for this. Consequently, it is doubtful that 
anything at all concrete will be done. 


Nevertheless, the major unsolved social and environ- 
mental problems in the new applicant nations will cer- 
tainly give nse to discussions and considerations, as will 
the British exemption from EU social and labor market 
policy 

With regard « environmenta) issucs, the EU countries 
ae divided into two growys: those that believe they 
afe a Matter for the national governments and those— 
like Denmark—that bvleve the EU should have greater 
authority in this area. A traditional clash is expected at 
the conference between countries that place the highest 
priority on the internal market and free trade and those 
countries that will demand the EU become a world 
leader in protecting the environment. 


Democracy 


The El government leaders have one problem in 
common that they would like to do something about. 
Consequently, it will be one of the major issues: The 
union is not parucularly popular at present and in Certain 
Quarters it ts extremely unpopular. 

The EU is seen as undemocratic, elitist, closed, and sti- 
flingly bureaucratic. It seems to people that decisions 
handed down from Brussels are made over their heads. 
At the Edinburgh summit in 1992—afiter the Danish 
“no” vote—the EU attempted to implement new prin- 
ciples of openness and closeness. Since then, however, 
the principle of closeness has been subject to various 
imterpretations and there has also been very little open- 
ness. 


According to the white paper, a number of countries see 


greater closeness as the key to more popular support for 
the union. 


The EU must simply take charge of fewer areas—which 
will be useful as plans for expansion continue. There 
simply are limits to what a union of 25 to 30 countries 
can manage. Thus, one proposal that will be made is 
that the EU produce a catalog of what it should do 
and where the union should keep its hands off. If that 
proposal is approved, then it will automatically start a 
mayor battle over what should be included in the catalog. 
Some countries will try to remove such issues as the 
environment, the work-place environment, culture, and 
80 forth. 
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The European Parliament, which is the only institution 

that is directly clected, wants the right to propose 

legislation and to impose democratic cortrols on thc 
a 


EU White Paper Cautious on Peacekeeping 
9SENO304B Copenhagen BERLINGSKE 
WEEKENDAVISEN in Danish 9-15 Jun 95 p 5 


(Commentary by Annegrethe Rasmussen: “The Politi- 
cians’ Turn™] 

(FBIS Translated Text} The Foreign Ministry's new 
white paper, “Agenda for Europe,” cuntains “no indi- 
cation of Danish positions or desires” regarding the re- 
sults of the EU (European Union] conference of govern- 
ments. This is written in black and white in the foreword 
to the 180-page report that was completed this week, as 
the last part of the Danish preliminary analysis to be 
used in connection with Denmark's participation in the 
conference of governments. Now it is at Folketing and 
can be purchased in bookstores for 20 kroner. But if 
it Contains NO positions or recommendations then why 
would we want it, one might well ask. 

The answer is that the analysis will be used as a 
jumping-off point for a broad debate over the 1996 
conference—a debate that is to be so broad that the 
Foreign Ministry, which is known neither for its close- 
ness to the people nor its concern for clarity, has actu- 
ally made more or less of an effort to promote the en- 
tire debate in the form of glossaries, explanatory tables, 
and something approaching good Danish. The govern- 
ment has ot closed the debate before it started—and it 
would be unwise if the Foreign Ministry made a simple 
politcal point to the nay-sayers through obvious politi- 
cization. They are even considering putting out a brief 
“popular edition” of the white paper at a later date to 
be distributed among the Danish people. 


But does this mean that the ministry's paper is totally 


objective and purely descriptive? An unbiased analysis 
for Folketung and the people to use? 


No, of course not, even though it genuinely tried. 
A close reading of the report reveals various Danish 
posit:ons, an unbelievable number of them, that may 
be summarized as saying that, “We are for everything 
that is nice, ecological, peaceful, and politically correct.” 
But, despite the protestations of the introduction, it 
also contains political judgments of a more substantial 
nature. 

Considering the “peace and love” outlook, it is clear, f 
example, that the EU should become more democratic, 
comprehensible, and open, and, af the same time, 
Denmark wholeheartedly supports preparing the union 
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for an expansion to include the East and Central 
European countries and, in the Nordic spirit, the three 
Baltic countries, as well. 


In addition, Denmark has a particular (and particularly 
Social Democratic) predilection for “combating unem- 
ployment, improving the citizens’ economic conditions, 
and improving the environment and work environment.” 
It is easy for the Foreign Ministry to write that because 
it is a quote from the government's so-called note of 
experience on the Maastricht Treaty, which we let slip 
to the rest of the EU in February 1995. 


Short-Sighted Decisions 


With regard to the political opinions of substance, which 
of course the report tries not to have, the ministry 
writes that the prospect of EU membership “helps 
stabilize internal political and economic developments 
in the Central and East European countries.” In the 
conclusion, it can also be seen that the expansion toward 
which we are moving (and which the people have 
decided to support, according to the latest studies) will 
require “institutional adaptation so that cooperation can 
continue to work effectively and solve the problems that 
Denmark also wants solved.” 


This means that Denmark should support some form of 
majority decisionmaking at the EU Council of Minis- 
ters, so that expansion does not lead to paralysis of the 
organization. The report does not indicate whether we 
should move certain areas from foreign policy coopera- 
tion (pillar two) or internal and legal cooperation (pillar 
three) to pillar one, where majority decisionmaking is 
the rule. 


But the officials believe that pillars two and three have 
not worked satisfactorily, which, in plain language, 
means that there will be changes in the direction of 
greater efficiency, which, in even plainer language, 
means that it will become easier for the institutions to 
make decisions. This does not necessary mean in new 
areas—-Denmark fully supports the current EU dogma 
in Brussels and Strasbourg that the EU's work should 
not be “more” but “better” and actually produce policies 
and solutions. 


It is also stated in the conclusion that a “reasonable 
balance among countries in the community must be 
maintained,” which means that Denmark can expect to 
give up votes in the Council of Ministers, where the 
small countries are presently favored. Thus, a Danish 
vote in the Council of Ministers “costs” 1.7 million 
citizens, while a German vote costs 8.1 million and a 
British or French vote 5.8 million people. 


But the officials have not merely found that it is difficult 
to make decisions on which everyone must agree, but 
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there is also a tendency for decisions to be watered 
down, because they must constantly look for the lowest 
common denominator, the paper says. And even though 
the report limits itself to stating that it is “highly likely” 
that certain countries will continue working toward 
more majority decisions, it is clear that the officials 
believe this is a trend that Denmark would be wise to 
support. 

The ministry is extremely reserved and reassuring with 
regard to the number of commissioners and the right 
to hold the EU chairmanship and to speak one’s own 
language. It appears “unlikely” that not all languages 
will continue to be working languages at EU institutions 
because the EU issues legal documents that apply to 
EU citizens, the report said. Perhaps there will be 
“group chairmanships,” perhaps not. Perhaps the big 
countries will give up a commissioner and there 
will be a division of labor between “real” and “vice” 
commissioners. 


We Are So Soft 


With regard to security, the ministry follows the current 
trend among Danish politicians and their predilection 
for what is called “soft security policy.” Even though 
the NATO connection is naturally mentioned, there is 
remarkably little about the possibility that one day the 
EU will carry out a hard, i.e. military, security policy— 
even though current events in Yugoslavia should dictate 
the opposite. 


But the primary objectives are “conflict prevention 
and Crisis management, preventive diplomacy, and eco- 
nomic and humanitarian aid,” as the white paper staies. 
This is anything but gunpowder and bullets and it is 
this type of security policy that the “union has already 
demonstrated that it is best suited for.” 


This is true, of course, but it says nothing about 
the desire many member nations have to change this. 
Moreover, with Bosnia in mind, the EU's success in 
conflict and crisis management as well as preventive 
diplomacy is highly questionable. 


The authors state that the new security challenges also 
deal with the risk of increased pressure from immigra- 
tion and asylum and international crime. Consequently, 
common foreign and security policy are high on the 
1996 agenda for the union's effectiveness and external 
security, while legal and internal and legal matters will 
be given high priority due to the union's need for inter- 
nal security. 


With regard to the Western European Union (WEU), the 
white paper, like the recently published report from the 
Security and Disarmament Policy Committee (SNU), 
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responsibility for their own security and defense. The 
United States will not let NATO down, but as the 
conflict in the former Yugoslavia illustrates, the United 
States believes that the Europeans must do more. 


approval at the NATO summit in January. 


After going through the new opportunities of the WEU 
and rattling off the new types of problems, the officials 


subjects,” it is sensitively put. In a subsequent chapter on 
concrete proposals, the officials get down to business a 
little more and discuss various proposals for rearranging 
the topics in pillar two and in pillar three regarding 
the role of the institutions, the possibility of more 
majority decisionmaking, and the creation of a totally 
new international pillar four to accommodate the WEU. 
This chapter is heavy reading and filled with various 
constructions, but it makes clear that cooperation must 
be tightened up in foreign, defense, and security policy, 
as well as in pillar three. 


There will be no actual fusion of the EU and the WEU, 
however, according to the authors. It is extremely in- 
teresting that the officials are considering extending the 
commission's right to make proposals in all of pillar 
three, meaning !egal, customs, and police cooperation. 
These three areas are presently exempt from the com- 
mission's right to make initiatives. “Such an extension 
will not in itself limit the member nations’ current ini- 
tiative rights,” the authors wrote, thereby making an in- 
direct recommendation in an area of extreme political 
sensitivity. 

EU for the People 

Finally, there is the area that is both the darling and 
the problem child of Denmark that, together with the 
much decried expansion, will finally bring the Danes to 
love the EU: the battle against unemployment and for 
improving the environment, under the motto that the EU 
can create tangible, positive changes in the daily lives 
of ordinary people. 

Here the officials have problems for obvious reasons. 
After all, they must balance the government's wishes 
for top priority against the fact that the authors know 
quite well that there is no great interest in this topic in 
the leading member nations. 
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This is not due to a lack of importance—all the 
EU countries except Luxembourg have problems with 
unemployment—but rather that the EU already has far- 
reaching powers in this area as a result of the Maastricht 
Treaty. In other words, there are enough new problems 
that are urgent. 


The officials cleverly wrote that there were “differing 
opinions” as to whether growth, the environment, and 
employment would be key issues at the conference and 
it is stated in the much later, more concrete chapter that 
a little cleaning up and tightening up is more likely than 
any actual offensive. 

But the Social Democrats, in particular, made up their 
mind a long time ago. It is the “popular” issues that will 
carry the conference (this includes expansion of the EU) 
and make unpopular compromises on votes, majorities, 
and particularly the WEU go down smoothly in later 
referendums. 


What else is there to read? Well, the questions of 
agricultural policy and the EU structural funds, which 
distribute money to the poorest EU countries—two of 
the greatest obstacles to expansion toward the Central 
and East European countries—will probably be deferred 
until after the conference of governments, the authors 
believe. Denmark might be expected to apply pressure 
in this area, because we are so much in favor of eastward 
expansion. 

Now it is all up to the politicians. The Foreign Ministry 
and SNU have had their say. The people will probably 
go on summer vacation—with or without the white 
paper. 


Daily: White Paper Reflects SDP Uncertainty 
95EN0304C Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE 

in Danish 10 Jun 95 p 10 

(Editorial: “Agenda for Europe") 

(FBIS Translated Text] The best that can ve said of the 
government's new white paper, "Agenda for Europe,” is 
that at least it does not exclude anything for the coming 
EU conference of governments. The white paper is a 
long laundry list of topics that may conceivably come 
up at the conference and, because the white paper does 
not prioritize topics, it is also careful not to close the EU 
debate here at home before it even has time to begin. 
This is how it must be when explosive EU political 
topics are left to be evaluated by government officials— 
this is all they can do—but it also means that the white 
paper should be a signal to the Folketing parties that 
they must now come out of the bushes and formulate 
the political positions that ultimately will carry the EU 
debate. 
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down easier in a future referendum. In the white paper, 
however, the officials document just how dangerous this 
Strategy is, and this is their most important message in 
reading between the lines. 

There are differing opinions out in Europe, the officials 
note politely, as to how important these topics will be 
at the conference. In plain language, this means they 
will be far down on the agenda, which has also been 
documented ip che European debate in our neighboring 
countries. No one denies the importance of these topics, 
but first of all there are already far-reaching powers in 
these areas in the Maastricht Treaty and, second, they 
are not in great favor in the larger EU countries. 


In other words, if the government, led by the Social 
Democrats, attempts to downplay decisions on Den- 
mark's sore spots in EU policy—more majority deci- 
sions in the Council of Ministers, common defense pol- 
icy, and increased power to the European Parliament— 
then the people will be in for a rude awakening when the 
government returns home from the conference without 
a breakthrough on the above-mentioned popular issues. 
The main issue at the conference of governments will be 
how to modernize EU institutions in such a way that the 
ability to make decisions is maintained, while eastward 
expansion is made possible. The sooner the government 
dares say this, the better. 


Parties Seen Closer to Agreeing on EU Stance 


9SENO0344A Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE 

in Danish 9 Jul 95 p 10 

(Editorial: "Progress in the EU Debate"] 

[FBIS Translated Text) The Maastrict Treaty added 
new functions to the European Parliament. It is still 
not a proper parliament, as was subsequently pointed 
out in a penetrating commentary. Nevertheless, the 
parliament has been known to guard its new riches 
carefully, and the battle for more influence continues. 


This constitutional struggle is an integral part of the 
structure of the European Union. 


In Denmark, the Social Democratic Party [SDP] is in the 
act of changing its attitude toward the European Parlia- 
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ment. According to Ove Fich, EU committee chairman, 
the party, in contrast to its earlier stance, is ready to 
accord the parliament a stronger position alongside the 
governments in the Council of Ministers. The parlia- 
mentarians would be given a greater role in legislation 
and would participate in decisionmaking within the ar- 
eas of the environment, consumer protection, and pos- 
sibly a few other areas. The right to dismiss individual 
EU commissioners would also be granted. While the So- 
cial Democratic Party previously viewed the European 
Parliament as an adversarial body, it is now perceived, 
according to Fich, as a cooperative entity. 

One may ask, with justification, why the increase 
in influence should be limited to areas such as the 
environment and consumer protection. The answer lies 
in the fact that it is these areas the Social Democrats 
have chosen to emphasize in the EU debate out of fear 
of a reaction from the party’s many EU skeptics. The 
idea is that popular issues such as these, which the 
majority Can agree upon, will induce the skeptics in the 
party into accepting more far-reaching changes in the 
treaty’s basic structure. The limitations are obviously 
too constricting. If it really must be—and it must—an 
increase in power for the European Parliament, then 
it must extend to broader areas of a predominantly 
political nature. 


The important point, in the meantime, is the fact that 
the Social Democrats are changing their colors with 
regard to one of the key issues to be taken up by 
the Intergovernmental Conference next year. Together 
with subjects such as majority decisions in the Council 
of Ministers, the Economic and Monetary Union, the 
development of a joint European Foreign Affairs and 
Security policy, the role of the parliament will be crucial 
in determining to what extent the European Union can 
maintain its internal decisionmaking powers. These are 
essential if the EU is to undertake the historical step of 
admitting nations from East and Central Europe as new 
members. 


In his statement, Fich also signals—and now it becomes 
truly explosive—that an upcoming negotiation on EU 
policy will be based primarily on Liberals and Con- 
servatives, not necessarily upon the Socialist People’s 
Party. If the Danish European policy is to bear fruit in a 
future natural referendum, then it is obviously desirable 
thai as many parties as possible support it. If it becomes 
necessary to choose sides, the Social Democratic Party 
has now indicated its preference—and it has chosen cor- 
rectly. 
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Commentary Attacks Rasmussen’s EU ‘Strategy’ 
95EN0342A Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE 
in Danish 2 Jul 95 p 3 


[Commentary by foreign affairs editor Michael Ehren- 
reich: "High-Stakes Gamble in Denmark's Europe Pol- 
icy" 

(FBIS Translated Text] As long as the Danish Gov- 
ernment, under the Social Democrats, exaggerates the 
political topics that probably will not play a major role 
at the EU conference of governments and downplays 
those that presumably will dominate, there is a risk of 
total fiasco for Denmark's EU policy. 

The summit in Cannes was not a milestone in European 
history, to put it mildly, but there is still reason to 
examine the EU summit retrospectively from a strictly 
Danish point of view. After all, the meeting in the 
French film village demonstrated the risky, almost 
dangerous aspect of the strategy the government, under 
Poul Nyrup Rasmussen, has set for the EU governmental 
conference. 


The plan is to let popular topics such as more jobs, more 
consideration for the environment, and greater openness 
in the EU dominate the public debate here ai nome 
before the government's representatives are sent off to 
the governmental conference. 


There is broad unity on these topics in Denmark. Who 
does not want a sharp reduction in unemployment? This 
is also a problem in other countries, of course, and 
international problems require international solutions. 


Another advantage of these popular subjects is that 
the Social Democrats can postpone taking positions 
on issues over which the party is deeply divided. 
These include issues that involve surrendering more 
sovereignty—or can be depicted as such by EU oppo- 
nents. 


We can guess what is at the end of this dark tunnel, 
where ail this is leading: Progress on the more popular 
issues is supposed to make the more controversial issues 
go down more smoothly in a future Danish referendum. 


The first word of caution against this strategy came 
several weeks ago when the government's own officials 
issued a warning in the white paper “Agenda for 
Europe.” The officials pointed out politely but audibly 
that there were differing opinions out in Europe as to 
whether these would be key issues at the conference. 


In less ostentatious language, this means that they 
will be placed far down on the agenda, which is also 
illustrated by the European debate in our neighboring 
countries. No one denies the importance of these issues, 
but, first of all, there are already far-reaching powers on 
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these topics in the Maastricht Treaty and, second, they 
are not in great fevor in the large EU countries. 


The next warning against the strategy of the Rasmussen 
government came in Cannes. Even though the French 
host, President Jacques Chirac, did all he could to pump 
up hopes in the area of employment, nothing was done 
toward this end. The same was true of the environment 


and EU openness. 


To be sure, the heads of state and government ordered 
several more reports on employment, but they came 
no closer to makin, ‘ e difficult decisions concerning 
structural changes in the '.vor market that must be made 
before the 18 million unempioyed in the EU can have 
any hope. There is no indication that things will go 
better at the next summit in Madrid. 


In other words, if Rasmussen exaggerates the chances of 
a breakthrough on the popular issues here at home, the 
people will be unpleasantly surprised when the govern- 

ment re~rns home from the conference of governments. 


The main task at the conference will be to enable the 
EU to expand toward the east. This means modernizing 
EU institutions so that their ability to make decisions 
is preserved and European cooperation is not watered 
down. Otherwise, we will be back at square one. 


This means more majority decisions at the Council of 
Ministers, intensification of the joint defense policy, 
and presumably increased power for the European 
Parliament. Then, of course, there is the Economic and 
Monetary Union. All these are sore spots for Denmark. 


These topics either are included in Denmark's four 
reservations or are without a clear position by the 
government. Either possibility will obstruct a genuine 
debate over these important elements of a Danish policy 
on Europe. 


As long as the Danish Government under the Social 
Democrats exaggerates the political issues that probably 
will not play a major role at the conference of govern- 
ments and downplays those topics that presumably will 
dominate the conference, there is a risk that a decisive 
element of Danish foreign policy will face a total fiasco. 


In this case, we will not have the thorough debate 
that is a prerequisite for a “yes” vote in the next 
EU referendum. instead, many Danes, particularly EU 
skeptics, will feei they have been stabbed in the back— 
and they will vote “no.” 
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U.S. ‘Violation’ of Nuclear Policy Viewed 


95EN0342B Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE 
in Danish 1 Jul 95 p6 


Resolution: “Thule: A Question of Greenland, Not of 
Nuclear Weapons”] 

{[FBIS Translated Text] Many of the comments on the 
recent Thule affair could be placed under the headings: 
“Just think, there were nuclear weapons on Greenland!” 
and “Nuclear policy violated.” But none of this is new 
and it is not the most interesting part of the issue. What 
is interesting is what this new affair says about the 
frailty of Danish sovereignty over Greenland during this 
period. 


We have known for a long time that there have been 
nuclear weapons on Greenland on many occasions and, 
for that matter, in “South Danish” ports, as well. More 
correctly stated: Anyone could have known this who 
wanted to know. But no one wanted to know. Anyone 
who studied the air routes and the weapons on U.S. 
aircraft could figure out that there had been nuclear 
weapons on Greenland right up to 1986 and on less 
frequent occasions after that time. 


to possess. If it had reacted, there would have been 
dramatic consequences. It would have touched on issues 
where the Americans were unable or unwilling to give 
in. 
Consequently, the government chose variations on the 
theme: “It is Danish policy to... and the Americans know 
this. We have no reason to believe that the Americans 
are violating Danish policy.” But they did not ask the 
Americans to confirm this interpretation, because they 
would not have done so. It was smarter not to ask— 
simply to suppose and assume. 

So our Danish nuclear policy—a ban on nuclear 
weapons on Danish territory—is an illusion, a sham? 
No, it was far from worthless. By having a nuclear 
policy (and base policy) of this type, we kept south- 
ern Denmark free of foreign bases and permanently 
deployed nuclear weapons. Even in cases where that 
policy was violated it was still smart to have this policy: 
Even though we could not enforce the ban, there was 
no reason to accept nuclear weapons on Greenland. 


There was also no chance of gaining anything from 
an open confrontation with the Americans over nuclear 
weapons on and over Greenland. Thus, by “assuming” 
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they upheld a principle and had a legal platform from 
which they could act and negotiate in certain situations. 
In this time of the Tamil affair, much of the debate 
will center on a completely different—and in many 
and Foreign Minister H. C. Hansen violate the Danish 


What would have happened if, in 1947, Denmark had 
publicly insisted on a promise from the Americans that 
they would keep nuclear weapons away from Green- 
land? We might also ask what would have happened if, 
right after the war, we had demanded that the Americans 
leave Greenland. After all, we did not accept American 
bases elsewhere in Denmark. 


In that case, Greenland would probably now be Amer- 
ican (or independent). Or, perhaps more likely, the 
Americans would have taken a base, carved out a large 
area around it, and said, “We rule here, whether you in 
Denmark like it or not.” 

In reality, it was the Americans who had (military) 
control over Greenland in 1945—and Greenlard was 
important to the United States. It was on the basis of 
this reality that the Danish Government would decide 
whether it wanted to bring the matter to a head ani see 
which side could carry out its will. That would have 
revealed just how hollow Denmurk’s sovereignty over 
Greenland actually was. 


In the most extreme case the United States could 
have packaged the entire matter as anticolonialism and 
“helped” the Greenlanders free themselves of Denmark 
(in exchange for base rights). Or they could have sim- 
ply taken their bases. For the Danish Government, that 
would not simply have been a problem in itself— 
it would also have had extremely unpleasant conse- 
quences on Danish politics. It would have unleashed 
anti-American sentiment that, together with latent neu- 
tralism within the Social Democratic Party, would have 
overturned Danish foreign policy in its entirety—and 
domestically it would have helped the communists. Such 
a ee ee 


Instead, they got the best they could out of the situation 
and as carly as 1949 they used the Americans’ interest 
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in Greenland as a bargaining chip. At that time it was 

good for arms aid to Denmark and later it helped us 
get by with a minimal membership in NATO and small 

ats Wali: Gat caus ons Gast. 


most fervently not to be asked! 


After the accident in 1968 the Danish Government 
insisted on adherence to its nuclear policy. According 
to the Foreign Ministry, the Americans were surprised 
because they had held to the liberal interpretation of H. 
C. Hansen’s ambiguous response. But now they took 
note of the fact that Danish nuclear policy also extended 
to Greenland. 


Why, then, did the Americans agree in 1968 to comply 
with the Danish policy? To a certain extent it was due 
to the embarrassment of the plane crash at Thule. There 
was a certain moral pressure on the Americans. More 
importantly, however, was the fact that developments 
in weapons technology meant that the Americans no 
longer needed Thule. In the late 1940's the U.S. nuclear 
strategy was based on planes such as the B-47, with their 
“medium range.” 


As a result, they needed the support of a number 
of bases within this distance of Russia, including 
Thule. Beginning in the mid-1950's, they introduced 
the B-52 and other planes that could reach the Soviet 
Union from the United States. They continued patrolling 
the skies over Greenland, however, as part of their 
nuclear preparedness. Logically, these flights must have 
involved nuclear weapons if they were meant as a 
deterrent force. After all, in case of a Soviet attack they 
could hardly fly home first to the United States to pick 


up their weapons. 


As they eventually got planes equipped with long-range 
land-based missiles and submarines with missiles— 
and because of the accident at Thule—the feverish air 
patrols came to a halt. Now, in reality, Thule was 
an emergency base to which B-52's could turn. Once 
it had become an emergency landing place for these 
planes (and Greenland in general had a number of 
completely different functions in the U.S. strategy), it 
was easy to promise not to “stockpile” nuclear weapons 
on Greenland. And, for that matter, they could promise 
not to overfly Greenland, although it is more doubtful 
—the wartime air routes still 


that this promise was kept 
went this way. In the era of the B-47 and early days of 
the B-52, entering into an agreement of this type was 
unthinkable. 


United States was, and is for that matter, the most public 
country, and Denmark and Sweden beg the United 
States to keep documents secret. 


The United States continued—on occasion, but much 
less systematically—ito overfly Greenland with nuclear 
weapons, just as they continued to sail through Danish 
waters and visit Danish ports. That was in violation of 
the agreement, but it was one of the things that official 
Denmark chose not to know. 


So, they failed to look into the numerous scientific 
reports showing that planes and ships must have carried 
nuclear weapons frequently through Danish waters. 
They pointed out that the Americans knew about the 
Danish policy. They did know, too, at least in 1968. 
And they even promised us they would keep Greenland 
nuclear-free. It could well be that they almost kept this 
promise. After all, they had no real reason to violate it. 


Editorial on Hansen’s ‘Nuclear Hypocrisy’ 
9SEN0342C POLITIKEN DAILY 
in Danish 1 Jul 95 p il2 


{Editorial: “Nuclear Hypocrisy"] 


[FBIS Translated Text) The government's admission 
that in 1957 Prime Minister H. C. Hansen in reality gave 
the United States permission to overfly Greenland with 
nuciear weapons and possibly store nuclear weapons on 
Greenland is creating quite a stir. This was the same 
prime minister who drew up the official Danish nuclear 
policy. Both then and now, its main thrust has been the 
opposite: Denmark does not accept nuclear weapons in 
times of peace. 
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The government limits the official lie to the period from 
1957 to 1968, when, they say, an exchange of notes 
with the United States guaranteed that Greenlandic soil 
and air space would be free of nuclear weapons. With 
regard to the air space, however, it is difficult to believe 
that the Americans immediately changed their strategic 
bombing routes at that time. As we know, Greenland 
covers quite an bit of the area in question. 

The government's announcement also raises the ques- 
tion of what later prime ministers and foreign minister 
knew—and when they knew it. In 1968 at the latest, 
when the United States was understandably surprised 
by the government's new interpretation of the defense 
agreements on Greenland, Prime Minister Krag and For- 
eign Minister Tabor learned of what is now being called 
H. C. Hansen's private foreign policy. They saw no rea- 
son to inform the public of their “discovery.” 

The truth is that Prime Minister and Foreign Minister 
H. C. Hansen's deception was anything but private. On 
the contrary, his deception has been the key to Danish 
nuclear policy ever since. 


ht is both symbolic and deeply ironic that the father 
of Denmark's reservation against nuclear weapons gave 
direct permission to the Americans to violate it. We now 
understand better the deeper meaning of references by 
numerous ministers, officials, and responsible experts to 
H. C. Hansen's statements on Denmark's nuclear-free 
policy. References to the old statements meant one thing 
to the public and something completely different to the 
Americans. 

On the other hand, it is not just ironic, but downright 
laughable when prominent politicians at Christiansborg 
express surprise over H. C. Hansen's policy and ques- 
tion his motives. H. C. Hansen safeguarded what he saw 
as obvious Danish interests. Since 1949 Denmark has 
been a NATO member and based its security on the U.S. 
security guarantee, on the U.S. nuclear umbrella, and on 
reinforcement agreements for U.S. troops, in particular. 
At the same time, Denmark is among the countries that 
have spent the least amount of money on defense over 
the years and, thus, contributed the least to the com- 
mon defense. H. C. Hansen, like many others, saw the 
defense treaties on Greenland as an important quid pro 
quo from Denmark and, in general, he did not wish to 
give our nuclear policy any content that would embar- 
rass our allies. 


What H. C. Hansen did, Viggo Kampmann, J. O. Krag, 
Poul Hartling, Anker Jorgensen, and Pc-il Schluter did, 
as well. They all held to the official nuclear-free policy, 
knowing quite well that U.S. and British ships violated 
this policy again and again by visiting Denmark—and 
Greenland. 
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Was Svend Auken’s unsuccessful effort to identify a 
submarine with nuclear weapons in the 1988 elections 
an attempt to break the hypocritical deceit in our nuclear 
policy? Not at all. Auken’s idea was to shift the 
hypocrisy from the Danish to the U.S. side. Affer ail, 
he did not want to inspect visiting ships, but just force 
the Americans to take over the role of lying about their 
contents. He did not succeed. On the contrary, ironically 
enough that election cemented Poul Schluter’s grip on 
power by forcing the Radicals into the coalition. 

Thus, deception in nuclear policy has been a key 

in Danish foreign policy. Presumably, it 
ceased in 1991 when the United States decided it 
would no longer equip its surface vessels with nuclear 
weapons. It would be a welcome relief if the Radical 
foreign minister, who has opened the door slightly to 
the archives of the past, would openly admit that this 
is the case. But there is little chance of this. Of course, 
it can be perfectly legitimate to have state secrets. In 
this case, however, the “secret” was that people did not 
mean what they said and did not say what they meant. 
Danish foreign policy was for domestic consumption, 
but it was not meant to have consequences in real life. 
Such deception is deplorable in principle and indicates 
both an overly protective and convenient attitude on the 
part of the security-policy elite. They knew what was 
good for the country, but did not feel it necessary to tell 
the Danish people the true situation. This is a pattern that 
has many parallels in other aspects of security policy 
and, unfortunately, it has been repeated to a great extent 
in our policy on Europe. 


Perpetrating deception is not only morally reprehensible, 
in the long term it is also a shaky foundation on 
which to build a foreign policy. In Hansen's defense, 
it can be said—in addition to the fact that he acted in 
the nation’s interest, which would be difficult for the 
overwhelming majority of Danes to deny, since they 
are NATO supporters—that he, and we, got away with 
the hypocrisy. 


U.S. Compensation for Thule Incident Sought 


9SENO342E Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE 
in Danish 13 Jul 95 pp 1-2 


[Article by Anders W. Berthelsen: “United States Ex- 
pected Compensation Demand") 

{[FBIS Translated Text] The Thule affair: "We were 
in an extremely difficult situation in which the United 
States saw itself as Denmark's watchdog. As a result, 
the possibility of the United States’ paying compensa- 
tion to Denmark after the aircraft crash in 1968 was 
never discussed,” said former ign Minister Poul 
Hartling, who assumed that the U.S. overflights ceased 





pre ote : tehted al. C ; and di . : 


is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 














FBIS-WEU-95-154 
10 August 1995 


in 1968. Documents from the U.S. Foreign Ministry 
prove that Denmark could have demanded compensa- 
tion. 


The Americans did not ask whether Denmark would ask 
for compensation for the crash of the bomber at Thule in 
1968. They asked what compensation Denmark would 
demand. Documents that have come into the possession 
of BERLINGSKE TIDENDE indicate that the U.S. 
Foreign Ministry took it for granted that Denmark would 
demand economic compensation. 

But neither the Social Democratic government, which 
stepped down shortly after the crash, nor the VKR 
[Liberal-Conservative-Radical Liberal] coalition that 
took over made any demands on the Americans. “We 
were in an extremely difficult situation. U.S. Foreign 
Minister Dean Rusk believed that since the United 
States was Denmark's watchdog, we should be ashamed 
if we made demands or reprimanded them. On the 
contrary, we should help out because the United States 
did the dirty work.” This was stated by Poul Hartling 
(Liberal) today. He was foreign minister in the VKR 
coalition from 1968 to 1971 and later prime minister 
from 1973 to 1975. 


Were you aware of the U.S. overflights of Greenland? 
"No, not before the accident.” 


Were you aware of former Prime Minister H. C. 
Hansen's unofficial acceptance of these flights when 
you became foreign minister shortly after the accident? 
"No. I do not know if Jens Otto Krag knew anything 
when he was prime minister up to 1968. But there was 
no information of that type that reached me when | 
became foreign minister in 1968. On the other hand, it 
was Our government that straightened things out. With 
a supplemeniaiy agreement in 1968, we informed the 
United States that we would not accept nuclear weapons 
on Danish territory.” 

Are you confident that the Americans lived up to this 
agreement after 1968? “I have no reason to believe 
otherwise. In any case, I have seen no reports that 
indicated that the Americans flew over Greenland,” 
Hartling said. 


Plane Crash in Spain 


After the supplemental agreement in May 1968, the 
Thule issue faded and since then no government has 
raised the question of compensation from the United 
States. 


After a nuciear-armed plane crashed in Spain in 1966, 
the United States paid $800,000 in compensation to 
the village of Palomares. At that time, a B-52 bomber 
with four nuclear bombs on board collided with another 


Copenhagen: “What form of compensation have they 
(the Danes, ed.) »sked for?” 

In several subsequent telegrams the Americans dis- 
cussed in detail the demand for compensation that the 
Danes were expected to make. The United States was 
prepared to negotiate the compensation claim “quickly, 
unconditionally, and fairly, to keep the close Danish- 
U.S. relations strong,” the U.S. Foreign Ministry wrote 
to the embassy in Copenhagen a few weeks after the 
crash. 


Compensation 

The United States expected compensation claims from 
the Thule seal hunters who had their radioactive clothing 
confiscated and could anticipate lost income from the 
ban on hunting seal and walrus at the crash site. The 
Americans also expected to pay 75 percent of a sum 
compensating the loss of Danish property. This sum was 
to be determined in greater detail by an arbitrator. 


Finally, the United States expected to pay compensation 
to civilian Danes and Greenlanders who had incurred 
losses after the crash. The law on foreign compensation 
claims spoke of a two-year period of limitation, but the 
U.S. Foreign Ministry pointed out that in the case of 
radiation sickness the period did not start until such 
injuries first appeared. 

Citing a NATO agreement, however, the United States 
rejected the possibility of having to pay compensation 
right away for damage to Danish military facilities and 
personnel. That matter would be dealt with first back in 
Denmark, after which a bill could be sent to the United 
States. 


The question of compensation to Denmark was handled 
at the highest level. Then Secretary of State Dean Rusk 
(Democrat) instructed his colleagues to send the Danish 
claims to him. 


NATO Agreement 


Not until 20 years later did the question of compensation 
come up again, when the Association of Radiation 
Poisoned Thule Workers wanted to sue the United 
States. The U.S. Foreign Ministry rejected the claim, 
citing a 1951 NATO agreement, which stated that 
compensation related to NATO units were to be handled 
in the country where the damage occurred. Denmark 
ratified this agreement, the so-called SOFA Agreement, 
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in 1955. it also states that in case compensation is paid, 
it shall be decided how the financial burden is to be 
divided among the countries involved. 

The civilian Thule sealers who participated in the 
cleanup also received no compensation from the United 
States, even though they met the United States’ own 
criteria for compensation. 

"I am sure there are many Thule Eskimos who have 
had symptoms in their bodies and it could be that 
many died as a result of the H-bomb plane's crash,” 
Folketing member Otto Steenholdt (Atassut Party) wrote 
in today’s paper. 

Marius Schmidt, chairman of the Association of Ra- 
diation Poisoned Thule Workers, does not believe the 
Americans brush aside Danish claims for compensation 
by saying that the Thule workers were NATO employ- 
ees. "We were not employed by any military, but by the 
Danish Construction Corporation, which had a contract 
with the U.S. Army,” he said. 

Present Foreign Minister Niels Helveg Petersen (Radical 
Liberal) told BERLINGSKE TIDENDE that he was 
not familiar with the possibilities for compensation 
Denmark had in 1968. He now wants to see if it is 
too late to obtain compensation from the United States. 


Faeroe Islands Seek Relief From Debt 


95EN0343A Copenhagen BERIINGSKE TIDENDE 
in Danish 5 Jul 95 p 3 


[Article by Thomas Bjerg Mortensen: “The Facroe 
Islands Ask For Breathing Space”) 


[FBIS Translated Text) Yesterday the Faeroese Govern- 
ment asked the Danish Government for an extension in 
the payment of the interest on its 3.5 billion kroner na- 
tional debt to Denmark. 


At the upcoming meeting in September between the 
Faeroese Government and the Danish Government 
about, among other things, refinancing the Facroes’ 
foreign det, Joannes Eidesgaard (Social Democrat), 
the government's minister for finances and the econ- 
omy, intends to ask to have part of the heavy Facroese 
interest burden frozen until 1998. 


Interest on the Faeroese national debt to Denmark will 
be 290 million and 350 million kroner for 1995 and 
1996, respectively, whereas the Faeroese National Bank 
believes the figures for 1997 and 1998 will stand at 390 
and 402 million kroner. 


According to RITZAUS BUREAU, Eidesgaard said that 
the extension was necessary if the Facroes’ biggest 
problem—namely emigration—were to be halted. 
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Today, even if the number of people leaving the 
Faeroes has dropped in relation to 1994, emigration sull 
represents a major threat to Faeroese society. Now it 
is families with children who are leaving the islands, 
whereas before ii was jobless Facroese; today it is also 
people with good positions who are moving to Denmark. 
“Their economic conditions are simply so poor although 
they work a great deal. The tax burden and the heavy 
burden of home loans means that despite hard work they 
cannot make it economically, which is why they move 
to Denmark, where the economic conditions are better,” 
Eidesgaard said. 

He pointed out that the standard of living on the Faeroes 
must come up to the same level as in neighboring Nordic 
countries if the emigration from the islands is to be 
halted. 


Hard To See Alternative 


The request did not come as a surprise to the chairman 
of the 1992 Finance Fund, Richard Mikkelsen, who 
had a leading role in the bank rescues which cost the 
Faeroese national treasury a total of 2.5 billion kroner. 


very 

space,” said Mikkelsen, who, in a guest commentary in 
BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in May, advocated setting 
the interest aside. 

The Faecroese Government is following a Facroese- 
Danish plan to balance the Facroese budget by 1998. 
After that there will be a further agreement about how 
the Facroes will pay off its loan from the Danish state. 


At the end of 1994 the Faeroese national treasury’s total 
det was 6.4 billion kroner. 


It was not possible to get comments from the relevant 
Danish ministers, who are all on vacation. 


Season To Emigrate to Denmark 


The signal from the Facroes’ finance minister, Joannes 
Eidesgaard, to the effect that they will seek to have 
interest payments on the national det frozen and thus 
decrease the suffocating tax burden comes at exactly 
the time when the Facroese season for emigration has 
begun. Typically Faecroese choose to move in July and 
August for reasons of training and schools. Many choose 
to get further training when they get to Denmark just as 
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children can start in Danish schools after the summer 
recess. 


Even if emigration in the first six months of 1995 has 
been substantially lower—230 as compared with 737 in 
1994—-sociologist Hans Pauli Strom from the Faeroes” 
Statistical Office still expects that the population of 
approximately 43,000 will be reduced by 1,100 by 
year’s end. 

“The 1994 figure (1,925 people, editor's note) was 
almost unimaginable and cannot be repeated. If it were 
enure age groups then they would be completely gone. 
But 1,100 per year is still awfully serious. Especially 
when you look at who is moving,” he said. 


By checking the ages of those who emigrate he can see 
that now to a greater Gceree it is people in their late 20's 
and 30's with children »ho are moving. In percentage 
terms the group of em), ols between the ages of 15 and 
24 has dropped considerably. He thus concludes that it 
is now families with children who are moving. 

will be hit. The productive group of peopie establishing 
families that is so strategically important for the Faeroes 
will grow ever smaller,” Swom said. 

Al the same time the massive emigration of young 
women means that it will take generations to rebuild 
the country. “It says something about the future that 
the birth surplus fell from 198 people in 1994 to 126 
in 1995. A 30-percent drop in one year is completely 
unheard of. Normally such a figure swings from .5 to 2 
percent,” Strom said. 

High-Tech Defense Industry, Spending Described 


9SENO331A Copenhagen POLITIKEN in Danish 
S$ Jul 9S pp 3-8 


[Article by Dag Holmstad: “Under the Wings of De- 
fense”] 
{[FBIS Translated Text] Although our defense system is 


far from wallowing in budget sums in the billions, unlike 
the U.S. Pentagon, a small clique of Danish firms has 


Danish producers of military equipment has diminished. 
Although the figures must be taken with some reserva- 
tions, a new report from Danish Industries shows that 


The firm, which provides power supply boxes for naval 
missiles and electronic mine controls, among other 
things, suffered of a financial blow last year 
when a big order for F-16 pursuit planes for the U.S. Air 
Force was canceled. Nea-Lindberg is a subcontractor for 

















DENMARK 


dependence on orders for the F-16 rapid pursuit 
plane is typical of the small Danish defense industry. 
From the end of the 1970's through the 1980's the F-16 
has been the big mantra for Danish firms. 
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Terma contract amounted to 600 million kroner in 1985 
prices. 


“This actually means that the order was worth close 
to a billion kroner at the current rate,” said Johannes 
Jacobsen, administrative director of Terma Elektronik. 
Later Terma also got an order for an acrial surveillance 
system for the Army at a price of around 400 million 
kroner. 


“We have not grown fat from defense orders. In reality it 
has been quite a difficult existence. We have some very 
special conditions in this country c. mpared with other 


it has enabled the military to save a lot of moncy. 
Balancing the equation is not that straightforward,” 
Jacobsen said. 

Breakthrough on U.S. Market 


breakthrough on the U.S. market. A strategic alliance 
with the big Lockheed Fort Worth aircraft factory has 


been a big help in the process. 
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But the small firm has also developed more peaceful 
products; for example, automated weather reporting 


if 


cant 120 million kroner in 1993-94 with a minimal profit 
of 118,000 kroner. The new 1994-95 balance sheet, 
which has not yet been published, will show a turnover 
of 135-140 million kroner with a modest profit of 2 mil- 
lion kroner, Schouboe disclased. 


Low Profile 


Crimp and many of the other Danish firms do not make 
a big point of their sales to the Danish defense system. 
Nowhere in Crimp's colorful brochure, which is printed 
On expensive glossy paper, is there any direct mention of 
the Danish defease work. “Development work is carried 
out for both industry and public authorities,” it says 
discreetly. 

“Some Danish firms are nervous. Especially after the 
German electronics firm AEG was bombed in Denmark 
by an antimilitarist group a few years ago,” said Adnan 
Ozari, Crimp’s sales and marketing director. He was 
formerly employed by AEG. 


In October 1986 two bombs were thrown, presumably 
by German BZ [urban protest group] people, one at 
AEG's showroom in Albertslund and the other at the 
German DPA news bureau's office in Copenhagen. 


“But it is not because we want to hide anything. We do 
not work on anything that is classified, such as military 
secrets, nor are we especially nervous about anyone. 
On the contrary, we believe Danish industry can carn 
a lot of money from the know-how that results from 
cooperation with the military,” Schouboe said. 
Everything Approved 


But the Allerod firm has had some strange experiences. 
Before the fal) of the Berlin Wall Crimp had numerous 
visits from Russians who tried to get hold of catalogs of 
the firrn’s products. But although the Russians presented 
themselves as “salesmen” they never gained access to 
Crimp. 

"We ‘forgot’ to send them the promised catalogs,” 
automatically sell products to just anyone. in addition to 
the war materiel law the Danish defense industry is also 
covered by the weapons act that controls the countries 
Danish firms are allowed to export products to. 


Ministry to assess what form of technology will be sold. 
Modification Wanted 


Last but not leasi the Foreign Ministry must also give 
the green light. This is to prevent Danish firms from 
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exporung to belligerent Countnes or Couns... thal use 
technology for some form of oppression of the people. 


“We would very much like to have the interpretation of 
the weapons act modified a little to give the Danish 
defense industry conditions similar to those in other 
countries,” said Ena Byjerregaard of Danish Industries. 
k can be a problem for a Danish firm to be a sub- 
contractor to a French military producer, for example, 
especially if the French firm sells products to a country 
that Denmark does not recognize as qualified to receive 
exports. 

“Denmark's evaluation of countries is very conservative, 
and so the Preach firm says: “We cannot use a Danish 
subcontractor when there is some doubt about what they 


may and may not do,” Byerregaard said. 


“Over a period of several years this can be a matter of 
firms losing hundreds of millions of kroner in sales,” 


Youth Politicians Reject Current Welfare State 


95EN0306B Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE 
SONDAG in Danish 14 May 95 pI 


[Article by Olav Hergel, Michael Kristiansen, and 
Troels Mylenberg: “Youth Rebel Against the Danish 
Welfare State”) 


(FBIS Translated Text] The future: Together the chair- 
men of the Radical Liberal, Liberal, and Social Demo- 
cranc Youth Leagues are rebelling against the present 
welfare state. In a controversial memorandum the politi- 
cians of tomorrow want to abolith droves of things that 
are currently taken for granted. 


Do away with the national pension scheme, do away 
with child support payments to the well-to-do, do away 
with the interest deduction for homeowners and public 
sector housing subsidies for renters. 


Abolish all grants to business and industry and let 
workers and employers pay a far greater share of the 
billions of kroner spent on welfare paymenis. 


Those billions of kroner the state will save should be 
used to better belp those who in social terms are hard 
hit. The welfare state should serve the weakest and not 
those who can manage for themselves. At the same time 
significant tax cuts should be made on income taxes and 
on business and industry. 

In a controversial memorandum on the future of the 
welfare state, the chairmen of the three political youth 
Organizations, the Danish Social Democratic Youth 
League (DSU), the Liberal Youth League (VU), and 
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the Radical Youth League (RU), have rebelled agains 
the Danish welfare state. 


The joint memorandum is also a major showdown with 
the current labor market system. The politicians of 
tomorrow have called for everyone to work, getting 


The last few months have been difficult for Nielsen. 


During the spring, Nielsen was divorced from his wife. 
And it has also been a difficult time politically: The 














party's leadersnip. For example, several of the party's 
key people were irritated that Nielsen chose to become 
chairman of the so-called Stavad Committee, which has 
, ‘er ing politically. 
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Niclisen, who replaced Gert Petersen as SF chairman 
in 1991, said that it was not the work in the Stavad 
Committee that was the source of the problems, even 
though he recognized that “the work has been difficult 
and taken longer than expected. It is also quite normal 
for a party to drop back under a sew leader,” he said. 


"Uffe Eliemann-Jensen, Hans Engell, Gert Petersen, 
and Anker Jorgensen expernenced the same thing And 
considering the problems SF had in connection with the 
two union referendums, it is not unnatural tha: we lost 


ground.” 
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TRNC’s Cosar Interviewed on Economy, Trade 


NC0908193595 Istanbul DUNYA in Turkish 
1 Aug 95 p10 


{Interview with Turkish Cypriot "Minister of Economy 
and Finance” Salih Cosar by DUNYA correspondent 
Ibrahim Ekinci in Nicosia; date not given) 


{FBIS Translated Excerpt] (Ekinci] You have urged the 
Ziraat Bankasi [Agricultural Bank] in Turkey to finance 
agricultural production in the TRNC [Turkish Republic 
of Northern Cyprus). Your statements to the newspapers 
show that agreement has been reached on this matter. 
Can you comment on the situation? 


{Cosar}] Ziraat Bankasi has a branch in the TRNC. It 
has been functioning in north Cyprus for many years. 
I am convinced that its resources will not be sufficient 
to finance our agricultural production. The main bank 
must use the resources it uses to finance Turkey's 
agricultural production. The TRNC needs sizable funds 
because money does not stay in north Cyprus. We 
use the Turkish lira as our currency. The interest 
rates in Turkey are higher than in the TRNC. So, 
money is channeled to where interest rates are higher. 
Consequently, finding funds to finance tourism and the 
agricultural and industrial sectors in north Cyprus is 
difficult. We wonder if Ziraat Bankasi can support the 
TRNC agricultural sector just as it supports agriculture 
in Turkey? As far as we are concerned, north Cyprus is 
like a province of Turkey. However, that is something 
that should be considered in the future. We urgently 
need funds right now. Turkey and the TRNC have 
concluded an agreement on this matter. We need 300 
billion Turkish lira in the form of a loan. We will repay 
our debt in six months. However, finding that much has 
been difficult, even though we will repay our debt within 
six months. The TRNC Land Products Office [TMO] 
buys produce from the farms, then resells it later. The 
resale of the produce may take some time. The produce 
the TMO buys may be in very large quantities from 
time to time. That forces us to sell our produce to the 
TMO in Turkey for less than what we paid our farmers. 
Ziraat Bankasi supports millions of farmers in Turkey. 
It will not be difficult for it to support 10,000 or 15,000 
farmers in the TRNC. That will not be a serious burden 
for the bank. We have asked for loans, not grants. We 
have held talks with the Ziraat Bankasi branch in north 
Cyprus. The officials have reacted favorably. We need 
300 billion Turkish lira for the purchase and sale of 
barley. That is not a large amount. 


{Ekinci] You have planued to reconsider the possibility 
of converting north Cyprus into a free-trade zone. Can 
you explain your government's approach to the matter? 
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{Cosar] [passage omitted] The conditions for the con- 
version of north Cyprus into a free-trade zone are more 
favorable at the present time. Turkey was a closed coun- 
try prior to 1980. That had significant effects on the 
TRNC. We tried to adopt a more liberal system in 1982. 
However, we found it difficult to abandon our conser- 
vative habits. Nevertheless, we have established a more 
liberal structure. So, the conditions are more favorable. 
Our government is in favor of the project. In fact, we 
have to transform north Cyprus into a free-trade zone. 
Furthermore, we have to conclude an agreement with 
Turkey for free trade between the two countries, because 
many EU countries, including Britain, who take an un- 
derstanding approach to north Cyprus, have to comply 
with the European Court's decision to impose an em- 
bargo on TRNC exports. The EU countries’ doors have 
been closed to us since 1994 because of the European 
Court’s decision. We used to export 85 percent of our 
produce to them. Our exports have decreased by 40 per- 
cent as a result of the European Court's decision. The 
EU countries have imposed heavy import duties on our 
products. Consequently, we have been unable to com- 
pete. 


{Ekinci] Can you comment on the TRNC’s trade with 
Turkey? 


[Cosar] We have a large deficit in our trade with Turkey. 
We sell produce to Turkey worth $15 million at most. 
However, our imports from there total $150 million. 
Half of the TRNC’s imports are from Turkey. That 
amount increases to $160-$170 million if we consider 
the commodities that are brought in travelers between 
the two countries. Considering all that, it is meaningless 
to debate the establishment of a coastal trade system 
between Turkey and the TRNC. [passage omitted] 


{Ekinci} Do you follow the articles in the Turkish 
newspapers on the TRNC’s economy? 


[Cosar] The Turkish Cypriot people have reacted to sev- 
eral of the articles Turkish newspapers have published 
on the TRNC’s economy. Those newspapers failed to 
ask our opinions. We have observed that experienced 
journalists do not always take a scientific approach to 
their work. The problems cannot be viewed solely from 
the economic angle. The EU helped the TRNC to re- 
solve its problems during the past 20 years. Why has it 
decided now to impose an embargo on north Cyprus? 
Britain did not previously impose a quota on TRNC 
products. Why has it done so now? All this shows that 
the problem is political. Under the existing conditions, 
we are unable to sell our products to the Arab countries, 
the Turkic republics in Central Asia, or Russia. Israel 
is another example. The Greek Cypriot Administration 
has put pressure on that country. Israel provides insur- 
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ance for its citizens who travel abroad. It has recently 
warned its citizens that it will not provide insurance for 
those who visit the TRNC. Yes, tourists are not coming 
to north Cyprus. The TRNC is in a difficult situation. 
So, it has to conclude a free-trade agreement. How will 
its economy improve if its exports to Turkey are limited 
because of a quota system? 

Reports say the TRNC’s economy is at a standstill. The 
concept of economics can be explained as investments 
and production. However, what are we to do with our 
products? Who are we to sell them to? The European 
countries do not want to buy our products. We tried 
to export 5,000 tons of potatoes some time ago. Our 
ship sailed around the Baltic Sea for 30 days. We had 
a difficult time. We found a depot in the Netherlands. 
The European countries do not want us. The matter is 
political. 

[Ekinci] Will the free-trade agreement resolve your 
problems? 


[Cosar] Fifteen countries have reached an agreement on 
the free movement of commodities and cash. Turkey 
has concluded an agreement with them. Hopefully, it 
will join the EU. Considering that, why have we been 
unable to conclude a similar agreement with Turkey? 
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What difference would it make if the TRNC was able 
to produce commodities in abundant quantities? The 
TRNC produces nearly 1,000 tons of commodities. We 
are unable to use 400 tons of our milk. That amount 
is wasted. So, why should the TRNC products not be 
sold in Turkey’s markets? That is the point we have 
reached in 20 years. Unfortunately, we have been unable 
to resolve our problems. We have been told that we 
must increase our production. All right, what are we to 
do with the additional output? What would happen if 
the TRNC exported 5,000 or 10,000 tons of potatoes to 
Turkey? We have stored some 3,000 tons of citrus juice 
for several months. We have not paid the producers 
because we have been unable to export the fruit juice. 


Will north Cyprus be regarded as an advance guard post 
or as a republic? That is the main question. A decision 
has to be made in that regard. If the TRNC is to be 
supported, then it must have its own feet to stand on. 
But we have lost our feet, so how can we stand on them? 
We have many government employees, whose salaries 
we have to pay. How are we to do that? Is there a way 
other than concluding a free-trade agreement? [passage 
omitted] 
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Benefits of ‘Special Relationship’ With Russia 
9SESO300A Athens KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA 
in Greek 4 June 95 p 51 


[Article by Y. Valinaki) 


([FBIS Translated Text] A recent article in the 
ELEVTHEROTIPIA, prompted by a Greek-Russian 
conference that took place in Moscow, discussed an 


Despite the difference in the size of the two sides, and 
hence the difference in the size of their interests and 
potentialities, the development of a special relationship 
with Moscow could result in significant benefits for 
Greece. 


In the first place, the very reference to a special 
relationship meets with psychological resistance and 
Cold War stereotypes or, more recently, with fears of 
a pre-announcement of a reorientation of our foreign 
policy. None of these is the case, of course. The 
United States itself calls its own relationship with Russia 
“special” and “privileged” and argues (despite increasing 
domestic criticism) that a democratic Russia is in need 
of support, understanding, and a closer relationship with 
the West. If the United States then can speak of a 
special relationship with Russia, it could hardly deny 
us the same right, especially when the cultural ties 
between Greeks and Russians have always been close. 
Besides, a closer relationship with Russia is not intended 
to be, and could not possibly be, a substitute for our 
country’s European course or its excellent relations with 
the United States. 


Our active participation in the European Union [EU] 
more than ever continues to be Greece's most promising 
framework and our foreign policy's greatest diplomatic 
achievement, at least in the post-war era. Furthermore, 
Clearly all our trading partners outside the EU with 
whom we have political and economic ties look to our 
role as members of the EU as the most important aspect 
in our relations. 


While faithfully living up to our obligations to the Eu- 
ropean Community that we keep our partners informed, 
we Can Certainly enhance our international posture, just 
as most of our partners often do, by means of “mul- 
tiple networks.” Thus, unlike our blind—and costly— 
attachments of years past, no one can question the fact 
that Russia is not simply a former superpower, but a 
protagonist with respect to a balance and developments 
in the Balkans, the Black Sea region, and the Eastern 
Mediterranean. Is it possible for us to anticipate the pos- 
sibilities for our foreign policy by adopting a practice 
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of exchanges and deliberations with a political and mil- 
itary colossus in the area such as Russia. 

At the same time, our desire for closer relations with 
Russia also leads us to deeper and broader challenges 
regarding two issues thal are important to Moscow. 
One of them is the prospect for a broadening of the 
NATO membership. Clearly, in the first place Greece 
has no desire whatsoever for any broadening of NATO 
or the EU, or, finally, the West European Union. We are 
especially happy to be part of a closed and privileged 
group in whose decisionmaking we participate having 
also a veto power. Besides, a broadening of these 
Organizations will enhance neither their effectiveness 
(indeed the opposite) nor our own role in them. (Here, 
too, the opposite is likely to happen.) 

On the other hand, it is neither easy nor wise for us to be 
alone in opposing a more general tendency toward the 
broadening of those organizations, which in most cases 
is the result of a political weakness to publicly adopt 
an attitude of firm refusal. However, by actively siding 
with those countries with the greatest misgivings about 
such broadenings, we can contribute towards warding 
off as much as possible any expansions that are likely 
to be rash, sentimental, or undermining of the future of 
those organizations. 


The Russian proposal for a European Security Council is 
not without merit, given the fact especially that whatever 
progress and balance has been achieved in Bosnia was 
precisely due to the work of the contact group that is 
but the informal precursor of such a council. 


Furthermore, a Russia that is not institutionally ex- 
cluded from the old continent's important decisionmak- 
ing process constitutes a greater contribution to Euro- 
pean peace and stability than the simple addition to 
NATO of two or three more countries that will indeed 
reinforce Moscow’s fears. 


The second point where Greece could contribute in a 
positive way is the thawing of the EU's relations with 
Russia. The Keckiza agreement that launched a closer 
institutional relationship between the EU and Moscow 
was to a certain extent our achievement also. 


In an attempt to pressure Russia on the issue of 
Chechnya, the European Community has frozen its 
trade agreement with Russia, in effect demanding that 
Russia enter negotiations with the Chechens and allow 
humanitarian assistance and the presence of foreign 
observers in the area. 


During their recent meeting, the fifteen foreign ministers 
refrained from promoting the provisional agreement 
with Russia. Instead they decided to revisit the issue at 
their next meeting. According to the ministers’ rationale, 
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“certain positive developments took place, which will 
hopefully continue, especially as they concern the cease- 
fire, thus making it possible for the signing of the 
provisional agreement in the near future.” 

Greece, which has known the great powers’ cynicism in 
the face of Turkey’s systematic and flagrant violations 
of international borders and human rights, should side 
with those who support the thawing of the agreement 
and the concomitant improvement of relations with 
Russia. 


In a transitional era characterized by instability, we can 
challenge ourselves with the question as to what Russia 
can do for us and what we can do for Russia, without 
having to reject our strong (but not quite firm yet) 
European and American underpinnings, and without any 
encumbrances from the past or illusions for the future. 
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Ecevit Says Country Paying for U.S. Iraq Policy 
NC0908132995 Ankara TURKISH DAILY NEWS 

in English 2 Aug 95 pp 1, A& 

{Article by Bulent Ecevit, chairman of the Democratic 
Left Party } 


(FBIS Transcribed Text] Turkey has had exceptionally 
good relations with Iraq until the Gulf crisis. Our 
trade relations and economic cooperation with this 

country flourished between the mid-1970s 


The mutual confidence that then existed between the 
two neighboring countries rendered our common border 
very safe and checked the PKK’s [Workers Party of 
Kurdistan] possibilities of penetrating Turkey. 

One must not also forget Iraq's solidarity with Turkey 
during our military operation in Cyprus in 1974. 


But by unquestioningly engaging herself to the Amer- 
in the wake of the Gulf War, Turkey has alienated Iraq 
and unwittingly contributed to the partitioning of this 
neighboring country to the detriment of her own secu- 
rity. 

The authority vacuum created in northern Iraq by 
the United States and allies has enabled the PKK 
with ample opportunities of penetrating Turkey and 
escalating its terroristic activities in our country. The 
virtual partitioning of Iraq has thus led to increasing 
threats on the national and territorial unity of Turkey as 
well. 


The escalation of separatist terrorism as a result of Iraq's 
partitioning has also obliged Turkey to substantially 
increase her security expenditure, thus aggravating her 
Turkey's excessive engagement to the economic em- 
bargo imposed on Iraq has been an additional burden of 
great magnitude on Turkish economy. 


The embargo led to the collapse of the already frail 
economy of south-eastern Turkey, and the mounting 
unemployment and poverty that ensued has facilitated 
the PKK’s campaign to recruit helpless and hopeless 
young men in its ranks. 


In the meantime, the United States tried to create a 
Kurdish state under its mandate in Northern Iraq, while 
paying lip-service to the “unity of Iraq.” If this design 
had succeeded it would have ied to pressures on Turkey 
to allow part of her own territory to join with that state, 
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balanced reduction of conventional armaments in the 
whole region. 


Five Year Loss ‘Analyzed’ 
NCO908084695 Ankara TURKISH DAILY NEWS 
in English 2 Aug 95 pp 1, A8 
{"News Analysis” by Umit Enginsoy) 
{FBIS Transcribed Text) Ankara—When the Gulf crisis 
erupted five years ago as Iraq occupied Kuwait, the 
international community, led by the United States, was 
guick to respond. It brought the hardest sanctions upon 
Baghdad, and eventually fought Iraq to force it to end 
the invasion. 


And Turkey, effectively ruled by late President Turgut 
Ozal— despite controversies regarding his constitu- 
tional powers—became one of Washington's staunch- 
est allies in all actions against Iraq, which had until that 
time had close ties with Ankara. 


Turkey's most important move to support the multina- 
tional force formed to oppose Baghdad was to allow the 
joint military air base of Incirlik in southern Turkey to 
be used by allied military aircraft in raids to bomb Irag. 


Ozal had in mind great prospects for Turkey in return 
for its service to the Western world. In private talks, 


he recalled that Turkey's entry into the Korean war in 





is report may contain 


Thted *] 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 


and dissemination 








the Western coalition, received huge financial aid. 
To start with the gains, experts specify only one major 
benefit: 


$500 million for the $3.5 billion deal. Under an accord 
with the U.S. company Lockheed, Turkey has already 
co-produced 152 F-16s for its air force. Co-production 
of the second batch of aircraft is due to begin next year. 


prior to the crisis. Prime Minisier Tansu Ciller has 
estimated Turkey's Cumulative economic losses because 
of the ongoing UN-sponsored embargo against Iraq at 
$20 billion. Also fost is border trade with Iraq which 


A dual pipeline between Karkuk in Iraq and Yumurtalik 
on Turkey's Mediterranean coast, which used to carry 
half of Iraq's oil output to international markets, is 
dormant and rusting. In several attempts to restart the 
pipeline, Iraq and the United Nations have failed to 
agree. Many high-ranking Turkish officials now think 
that the pipeline will never operate as it did in the 
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future, partly to punish Turkey for its hostile Gulf crisis 
policies. Ankara used to receive an annual $230 million 
in return for the export of the Iraqi oil through Turkish 
territory. 

Turkish companies could not get any closer to full 
membership to the EU. It is not even mentioned among 
the countries seen as candidates to join the EW in the 
union's future expansion plans. 





In addition to economic losses, Turkey's security faced 
bigger threats following the Gulf war when the outlawed 
PKK made use of the new power vacuum in northern 
Iraq, intensifying attacks on Turkish targets from the 


Following a failed Kurdish rebellion in northem Iraq 
in the spring of 1991 just after the war, attacks by 
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total over $100 billion if the department secures a new 
dett of $2.3 billion. That will be a new record. 


Turkey's foreign debt increased to $71.591 billion at 
the end of March 1995, an increase of 9.12 percent 
over the same period last year. The department secured 
a credit of $500 million from international banks on 
26 April. That was the first debt incurred in 1995. The 
department recently exported bonds worth 70 billion yen 
($800 million) to Euroyen markets, increasing its overall 
foreign debt to $72.881 billion. 


Internal Debts Increased 158 Times in 10 Years 
Turkey’s internal debt totaled nearly T17 trillion in 1985. 
It increased 158 times to 1.107 quadrillion in 10 years. 
Turkey's foreign debt increased from $25.660 billion 
to $72.381 billion in 10 years. Some 35 percent of 
Turkey's foreign debt is in German marks, 35 percent 
in U.S. dollars, 20 percent in yen, and 10 percent in EU 
country Currencies. [passage omitted] 





















































Treasury Depariment’s Debts 
Years Internal Debts Foreign Debts 
(Bilboa Turtash (Milhon Dollars) 
Lira) 
1985 6.973 25.660 
1986 10.515 32.206 
1987 17.218 40.326 
1988 28.458 40.722 
1989 41.938 41.751 
1990 $7.180 49.035 
1991 93.643 50.489 
1992 181.809 $5.592 
1993 356.555 65.875 
1994 799.309 65.601 
1995 1.107.332° 72.881°* 
* — At the end of June 





** — At the end of July. 


Footnote: The dollar parity im the free money markets was 44.550 
Twriash lira on 20 July. 
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Discipline for Police Special Teams Tightened 
NC0908170095 Istanbul MILLIYET in Turkish 
2 Aug 95 p10 


[Report by Soner Gurel: “Special Teams To Be Phased 
Out in Western Turkey”) 

(FBIS Translated Text] Officials have investigated the 
demonstration held some time ago by the special 
operations team in Tunceli to protest against State of 
Emergency Governor Erkan Unal and Director General 
of Police Mehmet Agar. The demonstrators called 
for the resignation of Erkan Unal. The demonstration 
caused a crisis in the government. Some 30 members 
of the special team have been assigned to other posts. 
More are expected to be assigned to other posts in the 
next few days. 


The special teams have held unlawful demonstrations 
and mistreated the civilian population in the region for 
the past few months, worrying the Ministry of Internal 
Affairs. Minister of Internal Affairs Nahit Mentese has 
called for measures to prevent the teams from behaving 
like militants of a political party and mistreating the 
citizens. The Directorate General of Police has moved to 
freeze and reduce the special teams’ manpower, which 
amounts to nearly 6,200 men. The first step will be to cut 
the number of new recruits enrolled in training courses. 
Furthermore, special team members who complete their 
tour of duty in eastern and southeastern Anatolia will 
be assigned to various police departments in western 
Turkey instead of returning to the Special Operations 
Departments in the provinces. It has been reported 
that the special teams will be reduced to 3,000 mea. 
Meanwhile, experts will train them. Mehmet Agar has 
ordered significant changes in the training program. The 
teams will be extensively briefed on human rights. 


Measures will be taken to improve equipment and 
uniforms. Agar and Erkan have ordered that the hair, 
beards, and mustaches of team members, which often 
make them look like sympathizers of some political 
party, be properly cut. An official has said that the 
team members will be required to fully comply with 
th. dress code. He said: "We are aware of their difficult 
task. We do not want to demoralize them, so we have 
refrained from putting pressure on them. However, the 
unfortunate incidents that have taken place during the 
past few days force us to take measures to tighten 
discipline. None of the units can regard themselves as 
more privileged than the others.” 
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names in radio and television material appear in parentheses and are 
spelled phonetically; words and phrases in parentheses preceded by a 
question mark are unclear in the original and deduced from context. 








U.S. Government Customers Non-Government Customers 


For a list of FBIS products, to subscribe to Subscriptions are available from the 
an FBIS publication, or to indicate a National Technical Information Service: 


change of address contact: NTIS 

FBIS 5285 Port Royal Road 

P.O. Box 2604 Springfield, VA 22161 
Washington, DC 20013-2604 Telephone: (703) 487-4630 
Telephone: (202) 338-6735 FAX: (703) 321-8547 


FAX: (703) 733-6042 




















New subscribers should expect a 30-day delay in receipt of the first issue. 
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